Open Session Minutes
December 9, 2010

- STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Department of Agriculture
Market and Warren Streets
1% Floor Auditorium
Trenton, NJ 08625

REGULAR MEETING
December 9, 2010

Chairman Fisher called the meeting to order at 9:20 a.m. In compliance with the “Open
Public Meetings Notice”, the following statement was read:

“Pursuant to N.J.S.A. 10:4-6 et seq., adequate public notice of this
meeting has been provided by giving written notice of the time, date,
location and, to the extent known, the agenda. At least 48 hours in
advance, this notice has been posted on the public announcement board,
third floor, Health/Agriculture building, John Fitch Plaza, Trenton, NJ,
mailed and/or faxed to the Newark Star Ledger, the Times of Trenton, the
Camden Courier Post, and filed with the Office of the Secretary of State.”

Roll call indicated the following:

Members Present

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson (Left at 4:09 p.m.)

Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) (Left at 3:10 p.m.)

Fawn McGee (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) (presided for Mr. Boornazian at 3:10
p.m.)

Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Andrew P. Sidamon-Eristoff) (Left at 4:09 p.m.)
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman)

James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) (Left at 2:15 p.m.)

Alan Danser (presided as Chair as of 4:09 p.m.)

Torrey Reade

Stephen P. Dey

Jane Brodhecker

James Waltman

Members Absent

Denis C. Germano, Esq.
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Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
Jason Stypinski, Deputy Attorney General

Others present as recorded on the attendance sheet: Robert Baumley, Heidi
Winzinger, Hope Gruzlovic, Brian Smith, Charles Roohr, Edgar Madsen, Ed Ireland,
Timothy Brill, Cassandra McCloud, Daniel Knox, Bryan Lofberg, Paul Burns, Patricia
Riccitello and Sandy Giambrone, John Denlinger, SADC staff, Daniel Pace, Mercer
County Agriculture Development Board, David Reiner, Governor’s Authorities Unit,
Harriet Honigfeld, Monmouth County Agriculture Development Board, Barbara Ernst,
Cape May County Agriculture Development Board, Glorianne Robbi, East Amwell
Township, Hunterdon County, Nicole Goger, New Jersey Farm Bureau, Beth Davisson,
New Jersey Conservation Foundation, Renee Jones and Fawn McGee, New Jersey DEP,
William Millette, Hunterdon County Agriculture Development Board, Amanda
Brockwell, Monmouth County Agriculture Development Board, Sherry Dudas and Jim
Kinsel, Honey Brook Organic Farm, Burlington and Mercer counties, Jennifer
McCulloch, Morris County Agriculture Development Board, Frances Gaugaw, Farmer,
Hunterdon County, Andy Coeyman, Monmouth County Park System, Ivan Olinsky,
William Flemer and Sons, Inc.

Minutes
A. SADC Regular Meeting of September 23, 2010 (Open Session)

Dr. Dey indicated that he had a question regarding a portion of the closed session
minutes of November 4" and therefore requested to have a discussion in closed
session before the Committee takes action on them.

It was moved by Ms. Reade and seconded by Mr. Schilling to approve the open
session minutes of the SADC regular meeting of November 4, 2010. The motion
was unanimously approved.

REPORT OF THE CHAIRPERSON

Chairman Fisher discussed the following with the Committee:
e Proposed Rule for Solar AMP

Governor Christie signed off on the proposed rule for the solar agricultural
management practice (AMP). He thanked the Committee and SADC staff for all
their work in getting this proposed rule to the Governor’s Office.
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e Qufreach

Chairman Fisher stated that the SADC staff and the Department of Agriculture
have been trying to do a lot more outreach so that people have a better
understanding of the mission and the way that the SADC operates. Ms. Craft
made a presentation at the New Jersey Farm Bureau convention, which was
widely appreciated. He stated that many people came up to him and stated that
they appreciated hearing from the SADC and knowing about all the work it is
doing. It was very well received.

e State Board of Agriculture

Chairman Fisher stated that the State Board of Agriculture will hold its
convention in February, 2011. It will have some listening sessions concerning the
SADC. Last year the SADC discussed wind and solar and we will continue that
theme this year.

e Governor Christie’s Initiatives

Chairman Fisher stated that Governor Christie is working to rein in government
and make it smaller with better deliverables via agencies being more responsible
and efficient. Likewise Lieutenant Governor Guadagno is heading the Red-Tape
Committee, looking to generate business development. He stated that he is very
proud to be a part of an administration that is doing that.

Regarding commissions, many that have not met, some that have met but were
not functional, some that were functional but lost focus or viability have been
eliminated through the Governor’s executive decisions. He stated that as
Chairman of the SADC he wanted the Committee members to be cognizant of the
fact that there was a document prepared by the NJ DEP that has been released to
the public, called a pre-decisional determination, which references transferring the
functions of certain agencies to the NJ DEP. The actual wording is “The GSPT
should be eliminated and its authorities be transferred to the NJ DEP, which is
responsible for a majority of land acquisitions. The SADC’s authority over final
land easement acquisitions and the New Jersey Historic Trust should also be
consolidated in the NJ DEP. These consolidations will enhance the process,
eliminate conflicts and result in savings for the State.” Chairman Fisher stated
that he felt it was imperative to make sure the Committee understands what is
being proposed. He stated that he doesn’t know what the historic community will
feel but he believes that the agricultural community, as Secretary, is not
supportive of this proposal. He stated that no determination has been made to
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date.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Ms. Craft discussed the following with the Committee:
e Nonprofit Roundtable Discussion

Ms. Craft stated that SADC staff held a roundtable discussion with the nonprofit
community at the D&R Greenway Johnston Education Center. It was very well
attended. One of the areas that was focused on was the nonprofit community
would like to be able to participate in the planning incentive grant approach to
getting funding from the SADC to be able to block-grant money to their plans so
that they have flexibility within that, rather than a parcel-specific allocation of
funds. She stated that staff welcomed the opportunity to talk to the nonprofit
community and use their input in developing that idea and bringing it back to the
Committee for consideration. If acceptable, the SADC would propose to amend
the nonprofit rules to incorporate a planning incentive grant approach.

Also discussed were housing opportunities, exceptions and moving houses, to
better educate people as to how they should be communicating with their property
owners when they are in discussions. The SADC has a one page document on
exception areas, which is meant to be a very basic but informative instruction
document to landowners so they will understand what an exception is, what the
implications of taking one are, etc. The nonprofit organizations felt that was a
very good document and have asked for more of that type of tool and staff is
trying to accommodate that. The SADC had an intern over the summer who was
instrumental in putting that first document together. SADC staff is creating a
series of very user-friendly instructional documents on the program so that the
landowner can understand more thoroughly at the beginning of the process to
submit a complete and accurate application.

e Outreach

Ms. Craft stated that with respect to what Secretary Fisher just related, the county
agriculture development boards are the SADC’s first target for outreach efforts.
The SADC is going to look at staff resources and where people live and make a
real effort to get one staff person to each of the county agriculture development
board meetings. Currently the SADC attends five or six county meetings
consistently. In addition to that we would have some talking points. The Office
of the Secretary creates a monthly report, which is a bulleted report on what is
going on and talks about hot topics. The SADC would like to have that type of
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model so that the staff person attending these meetings will have the basic points
that the SADC would like to have covered.

e New Governor’s Authorities Representative

Ms. Craft stated that Thomas Hower, who was the Governor’s Authorities Unit
representative, has left the Governor’s Authorities Unit and now is working at the
Department of Law and Public Safety in the Attorney General’s Office. The new
representative will be Brandon Minde. Mr. Minde could not make today’s
meeting. David Reiner is here today in Mr. Minde’s place.

COMMUNICATIONS

Ms. Craft reminded the Committee to take home the various articles provided in
the meeting binders. She stated it was reported that Gloucester County
announced that it will not be accepting additional farmland preservation
applications until such time as the 2009 bond funds are made available through
the state. She stated that the SADC has been in communication with the
Administration on that issue, along with Treasury. The best that she can say is
that the Administration understands the need and that it is taking a hard look at
what debt service the State can tolerate in the next fiscal year. It is an on-going
dialog at this time.

PUBLIC COMMENT

None

NEW BUSINESS

A. New Enrollment of Eight Year Program
1. Bonham Farm, Hopewell Township, Cumberland County

Ms. Reade recused herself from any discussion/action pertaining to this agenda item
to avoid the appearance of conflict of interest.

Ms. Winzinger referred the Committee to the New Enrollments Summary for the
Eight Year Farmland Preservation Program. She stated that there is one request
for new enrollment. She reviewed the specifics with the Committee and stated
that staff recommendation is to grant approval to the new eight year program
enrollment as follows:
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It was moved by Mr. Danser and seconded by Dr. Dey to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(1) granting certification of a new Eight Year Farmland Preservation
Program for the following landowner as presented and discussed. subject to any
conditions of said resolution:

1. Sarah L. Bonham (SADC #08-0025-8F)
Block 18, Lot 5; Hopewell Township, Cumberland County, 58.70
Acres
Soil and Water Conservation Cost Share Eligibility Amount
(subject to available funding): $5,870.00

The motion was approved. (Ms. Reade recused herself from the vote.) (A copy of
Resolution FY2011R12(1) is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

B. Soil and Water Conservation Cost Share Grant Requests

Chairman Fisher indicated that there will be various recusals for the soil and water
conservation cost share grant requests. He stated that the Committee would review
the requests individually and in some instances Mr. Danser would chair the meeting
due to his conflict of interest.

Mr. Lofberg referred the Committee to the Status of FY 2009, FY 2010 and FY 2011
Funds for the Soil and Water Conservation Project Grants Program. He stated that there
is $352,593.15 available for soil and water conservation cost share grant projects as
outlined on the Status Report. He stated that the increase in funding is in part due to
some landowners cancelling their project requests. He referred the Committee to
Projects for Funding Summary showing six (6) requests for soil and water costs share
grants under Priority # 1 before the Committee today. He indicated that if the Committee
approves today’s grant requests the remaining balance will be $251,817.75.

Mr. Lofberg reviewed the soil and water cost share grant requests with the Committee
and stated that staff recommendation is to grant approval to the six cost share grant
requests as presented and discussed.

Note: Vice Chairman Danser presided over the meeting at this point. Chairman
Fisher recused himself from any discussion/action pertaining to the Roger R.
Kumpel and the Ruth Kumpel requests for soil and water conservation cost share
grants to avoid the appearance of a conflict of interest. Mr. Kumpel is a member of
the State Board of Agriculture, to whom Chairman Fisher reports in the discharge
of his duties as New Jersey Secretary of Agricuiture,
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It was moved by Dr. Dey and seconded by Ms. Reade to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(2) and Resolution FY2011R12(3), granting a soil and water conservation
cost share grant to the following landowners, as presented and discussed and subject to
any conditions of said Resolutions:

PRIORITY #1

BURLINGTON COUNTY

l. Roger R. Kumpel (Resolution FY2011R12(2))
SADC #03-0019-PG
Southampton Township, Burlington County, 31.018 Acres
Cost Share Grant Amount: $13,650.00 under Obligation # 2

2. Ruth L. Kumpel (Resolution FY2011R12(3))
SADC #03-0038-PN
Southampton Township, Burlington County, 69.528 Acres
Cost Share Grant Amount: $30,680.60 under Obligation # 4

The motion was approved. (Chairman Fisher recused himself from the vote.) (A copy of
Resolution FY2011R12(2) and Resolution FY2011R12(3) is attached to and is a part of
these minutes.)

MIDDLESEX COUNTY

Note: Chairman Fisher presided over the meeting at this point. Mr. Danser
recused himself from any discussion/action pertaining to the Donald and Lynda
Patterson agenda item. Mr. Danser is the Chairman of the Middlesex County
Agriculture Development Board.

It was moved by Ms. Brodhecker and seconded by Dr. Dey to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(4). granting a soil and water conservation cost share grant to the following
landowners. as presented and discussed and subject to any conditions of said Resolution:

1. Donald and Lynda Patterson (Resolution FY2011R12(4))
SADC #12-0005-EP
Cranbury Twp., Middlesex County, 184.6830 Acres
Cost Share Grant Extension Amount: $15,425.00 under Obligation # 1

The motion was approved. (Mr. Danser recused himself from the vote.) (A copy of
Resolution FY2011R12(4) is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)
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MONMOUTH COUNTY

It was moved by Mr. Waltman and seconded by Mr. Danser to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(5). granting a soil and water conservation cost share grant to the following
landowner., as presented and discussed and subject to any conditions of said Resolution:

1. Concorde Stud Farm (Resolution FY2011R12(5))
SADC #13-0038-EP
Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County, 238.9880 Acres
Cost Share Grant Extension Amount: $3,585.00 under Obligation # 2

The motion was unanimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(5) is
attached to and is a part of these minutes.) :

OCEAN COUNTY

Mr. Schilling recused himself from any discussion/action pertaining to the Hisham
Moharram agenda item to avoid the appearance of conflict of interest.

It was moved by Ms. Reade and seconded by Dr. Dey to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(6), granting a soil and water conservation cost share grant to the following
landowner, as presented and discussed and subiect to any conditions of said Resolution:

1. Hisham Moharram  (Resolution FY2011R12(6))
SADC #15-0031-EP
Plumsted Township, Ocean County, 54.059 Acres
Cost Share Grant Extension Amount: $5,000.00 under Obligation # 2

The motion was approved. (Mr. Schilling recused himself from the vote.) (A copy of
Resolution FY2011R12(6) is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

WARREN COUNTY

It was moved by Mr. Danser and seconded by Ms. Reade to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(7). granting a soil and water conservation cost share grant to the following
landowner. as presented and discussed and subiect to any conditions of said Resolution:

1. Brian Foley (Resolution FY2011R12(7))
SADC #21-0019-NP
Washington/Franklin Twps., Warren County, 62.174 Acres
Cost Share Grant Extension Amount: $32,434.80 under Obligation # 1
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The motion was unénimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(7) is
attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

Note: The agenda item for the appeal of development easement values for the Deborah
Post farm and the Granskie farm are being moved to later in the meeting as the
landowners have not arrived at the meeting as yet. Ms. Craft stated that the Deborah Post
issue involves a county easement purchase application in which the SADC certified a
development easement value. Ms. Post filed an action in court to appeal that decision but
later agreed to withdraw that request and obtain an official action by the SADC to
exhaust her administrative opportunities first. Therefore she and her attorney have
agreed to come to today’s meeting and make their presentation for the Committee’s
consideration. Ms. Craft stated that it is her understanding that Ms. Post will be
providing additional documentation with her today for the Committee’s consideration.

Ms. Craft stated that on the Granski farm the Committee was prepared to take action with
respect to that certification but the landowner requested that the Committee hold off on
taking final action until such time as they were able to address the SADC’s concern with
- respect to legal access to the property.

C. Request for Final Approval — FY 2009 Municipal Planning Incentive Grant
Program (PIG) Applications including comprehensive farmland preservation
plans and project area agreements

1. Holmdel Township and Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth Co.

Mr. Brill referred the Committee to Resolution FY2011R12(8) for a request for final
approval of the Holmdel Township and Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County
Municipal Planning Incentive Grant Program applications, including the comprehensive
farmland preservation plans and project area summaries. He reviewed the specifics with
the Committee and stated that staff recommendation is to grant final approval as
presented and discussed. '

It was moved by Mr. Requa and seconded by Dr. Dey to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(8) granting final approval to the Holmdel Township and Upper Freehold
Township. Monmouth County Municipal Planning Incentive Grant Program
Applications, including Comprehensive Farmland Preservation Plans and Project Area
Summaries. as presented and discussed and subject to the conditions of said resolution.
The motion was unanimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(8) is
attached to and is a part of these minutes.)
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2. Peapack and Gladstone Boroughs, Somerset County

Mr. Brill referred the Committee to Resolution FY2011R12(9) for a request for final
approval of the Peapack and Gladstone Borough, Somerset County Municipal Planning
Incentive Grant Program applications, including the comprehensive farmland
preservation plans and project area summaries. He reviewed the specifics with the
Committee and stated that staff recommendation is to grant final approval as presented
and discussed.

It was moved by Mr. Requa and seconded by Dr. Dey to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(9) granting final approval to the Peapack and Gladstone Borough. Somerset.
County Municipal Planning Incentive Grant Program Applications, including
Comprehensive Farmland Preservation Plans and Project Area Summaries, as presented
and discussed and subject to the conditions of said resolution. The motion was
unanimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(9) is attached to and is a part
of these minutes.)

- D. - Appeal of Development Easement Value
1. Deborah Post (Riamede Farm) Chester Township, Morris County

Secretary Fisher stated that Ms. Post is now present. He indicated that Ms. Post requested
two hours for her presentation to the Committee. He stated that he has requested through
SADC staff to condense this presentation down to approximately 30-45 minutes. It is
noted that a court reporter is present to prepare a transcript of this discussion.

Note: Court reporter was present to transcribe the discussion pertaining to this
agenda item.

Ms. Craft stated that the SADC previously certified the development easement value of
this farm, located in Chester Township, Morris County, comprising 56 acres. The SADC
received from Morris County its appraisals and after the SADC’s normal review process
certified a development easement value and it was transmitted to the county under the
normal circumstances and was extended to the property owner. The property owner,
through her attorney, Mr. Coakley, filed in Superior Court in the Appellate Division
making a series of claims about why the SADC’s certification of value was insufficient.
When staff received that documentation the application process had stopped because the
landowner had written letters requesting that the SADC reconsider the certification but
that had not come to the Committee for final action. What is before the Committee today
is a request from the landowner to reconsider the SADC’s certification of value. At the
end of the landowner’s presentation the Committee will have a couple of options, either
that the Committee will have heard enough information that it directs staff to go back and
consider what the landowner presents today to see if it would have any impact on value
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or that the Committee doesn’t hear anything that is compelling enough to have staff
reconsider the certification of value, in which case the Committee could say the
certification of value stands as is. When the Committee makes its final determination
either way that will be considered final agency action and will be appealable to the
Appellate Division. Deputy Attorney General Jason Stypinski stated that the lawsuit to
the Appellate Division was withdrawn pending the final decision of the SADC. Mr.
Danser stated that he is concerned because every applicant is unhappy with their certified
value and he is concerned of this process where everyone comes back in this way. Ms.
Craft stated that is for the Committee to determine.

Mr. Siegel suggested that the Committee have a brief discussion in closed session. He
stated that in his opinion we are opening an enormous door by conducting this
proceeding. He stated that if a landowner is not happy with a value they do not have to
proceed with the preservation of the property. He stated that there is no by right of
appeal of a financial decision of a board. The right is to not accept the offer.

Ms. Craft stated that the SADC certified a value, as it always does, the landowner
submitted letters questioning what was done. Staff prepared and sent comprehensive
letters back trying to explain why the SADC’s certification of values was not in error.
The Jandowner then filed an action in the Appellate Division. Ms. Craft stated that her
concern is to ensure the Committee understands that this is the decision of the Committee
and when it is final, it’s final. The landowner is submitting documentation that may
cause the Committee to reconsider its certification. She stated that staff reviewed what
was previously submitted and staff responded in writing supporting the value
conclusions. Ultimately the SADC is the agency that certifies the value. If the
Committee determines today that it doesn’t want to hear this presentation and considers
its previous certification final that is a decision. Mr. Siegel stated that also a decision of
the Committee is that it doesn’t want to preempt the prerogatives of its staff and that it is
for the staff to say whether the applicant has raised an interesting point or not, say a
technical error, to which the appraiser is willing to adjust the appraisals and then the
SADC comes back to the Committee with an explanation of what is different.
Landowners do not have a constitutional right to have their farm preserved.

Mr. Waltman asked why the value wasn’t a final agency action. He stated that if this is a
legal question, that should be discussed in closed session.

CLOSED SESSION #1 (POST MATTER)

It was moved by Mr. Siegel to adjourn into closed session to discuss the legal aspects of
this agenda item.
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“Be it resolved, in order to protect the public interest in matters involving
minutes, real estate, attorney-client matters, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 10:4-12,
the NJ State Agriculture Development Committee declares the next one
half hour to be private to discuss these matters. The minutes will be
available one year from the date of this meeting.”

Mr. Coakley, attorney for Ms. Post requested to make a statement prior to the Committee
going into closed session. He stated that the procedure that led them to this point was
that after the certification of value was transmitted, a letter was sent to the SADC
requesting that it reconsider the determination of value. When that was responded to by
SADC staff and not the SADC there was no alternative than to file an appeal. When that
appeal was filed counsel from the Attorney General’s Office contacted them and said that
the SADC has not reconsidered this and has not made a record and would Ms. Post
withdraw the appeal and come to the SADC and make a presentation so that the
Committee can consider this matter and have a record to go forward. Mr. Danser
commented that Mr. Coakley stated there was no alternative, as if walking away from the
deal wasn’t an alternative? Mr. Coakley responded that it may be an alternative to some
but it is not necessarily the only alternative. There is an alternative of objecting to the
methodology of the appraisals that have been submitted if they don’t follow the
regulations.

Mr. Stypinski stated that there was an email from him to Mr. Coakley confirming Ms.
Post’s ability to come before the SADC with her concerns and that the appeal would be

withdrawn from the court.

Mr. Stypinski stated that procedurally he can explain what the thinking was but he
recommended that be discussed in closed session.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Boornazian and unanimously approved.

The Committee retired to the 3™ floor Division Director’s conference room to discuss the
matter.

ACTION AS A RESULT OF CLOSED SESSON # 1 (POST MATTER)

Chairman Fisher stated that having come from closed session he requested Mr. Stypinski
to make a statement on behalf of the Committee. He stated that the Committee will not
be taking any action until staff has had the opportunity to review all materials submitted,
including the package that has been submitted at today’s meeting and then make a
recommendation to the Committee. Chairman Fisher restated that Ms. Post would have
30-45 minutes for her presentation.
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Mr. Coakley provided the Committee with a binder and requested that one copy
be marked “P1” for identification purposes.

Ms. Post addressed the Committee in support of her request for the SADC to
reconsider her certified development easement values. She stated that she has
been given a time limit for her presentation however this is her first and only
opportunity as a landowner to provide any input into this process that represents a
major financial event for her and for most landowners. Despite having submitted
six inches of documents containing critiques and fresh appraisals, these
documents have not been considered. She stated that she received a letter from
the SADC that stated “The SADC does not evaluate appraisals that have not been
contracted for by the CADB for purposes of determining certification of values
for the cost share grant, nor does the agency consider the conclusions of the
landowner and/or other parties interested in the transaction.” Ms. Post stated that
it is rare that a process of this importance is so one sided. She continued with her
presentation to the Committee, reviewing the material she provided at today’s
meeting. Ms. Post made a 45 minute presentation regarding various technical
aspects of the appraisals conducted, the qualifications of the appraisers, the
potential use of value derived from Highland’s TDR calculations, which she read
from a prepared statement into the record. Secretary Fisher reminded Ms. Post
that she had reached the time limit that was given for her presentation, at which
time Ms. Post concluded her presentation.

Mr. Coakley thanked the Committee for the opportunity to present. He stated that
the written summary that Ms. Post read from will be copied and sent to Mr.
Stypinski and he requested that it be marked as P2 in the record and distributed to
the Committee prior to making a decision. He stated that the main point to take
from this presentation today is that there needs to be input from property owners
because they have something to say when they go through the effort of providing
appraisals to the Committee they should be considered and when there are
egregious errors in appraisals the Committee should take some corrective action.

Note: Ms. Craft stated that the other agenda item regarding an appeal of a
development easement value for the Granskie farm has been removed from the
agenda. She stated that staff has received an email this morning at 9:42 a.m.
stating that the landowner has decided to withdraw her application to the county.
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E. Request for Final Approval — New Rule Municipal Planning Incentive
Grant Program

Ms. Winzinger referred the Committee to two resolutions for final approval under
the new rule Municipal Planning Incentive Grant Program. She reviewed the
specifics of each with the Committee and stated that staff recommendation is to
grant final approval as presented and discussed.

It was moved by Mr. Requa and seconded by Ms. Brodhecker to approve
Resolution FY2011R12(10) and Resolution FY2011R12(11). cranting final
approval to the following landowners as presented and discussed and subject to
any conditions of said resolutions:

1. Norman J. Lenchitz (Resolution FY2011R12(10)) *
Block 2003, Lot 16
Pittsgrove Township, Salem County, 18 Acres
State cost share grant at $4,400.00 per acre for an estimated total of
$79,200.00 (62.86% of the certified market value and purchase
price). :

* Discussion: The County will pay its cost share directly to the landowner by
way of an installment purchase agreement, which is subject to the review and
approval of the SADC Executive Director.

2. R.T.R. New Home Building Contractors, Inc.
(Calukovic) (Resolution FY2011R12(11))
Block 55, Lot 20.03
Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County, 49 Acres
State cost share grant of the entire Township’s Planning Incentive
Grant appropriation, which is $750,000.00 (an estimated 48% of
the certified market value and purchase price).

The motion was unanimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(10)
through FY2011R12(11) is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

F. Request for Final Approval — New Rule County Planning Incentive
Grant Program

Mr. Danser recused himself from any discussion/action pertaining to the
agenda item for the Balz Farm in Middlesex County to avoid the appearance
of a conflict of interest. Mr. Danser is the Chairperson of the Middlesex
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County Agriculture Development Board. He requested that the Committee
take action on that agenda item separately.

Ms. Winzinger stated that there are four requests for final approval before the |
Committee under the new rule County Planning Incentive Grant Program. She

reviewed the specifics with the Committee and stated that staff recommendation

is to grant final approval as presented and discussed.

It was moved by Dr. Dey and seconded by Mr. Danser to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(12). Resolution FY2011R12(13) and Resolution FY2011R12(14)
granting final approval to the following landowners. as presented and discussed
and subject to any conditions of said resolutions.

CUMBERLAND COUNTY

1. Thomas S. Newton (Resolution FY2011R12(12)) *
Block 16, Lots 5 and 10.01; Block 18, Lot 6.02
Greenwich Township, Cumberland County, 45 Acres
State cost share grant at $3,100.00 per acre (68.89% of the certified
market value and purchase price); to account for any potential
increase in the final surveyed acreage a 3 percent buffer has been
applied to the funds encumbered from the County’s base grant,
which would allow for a maximum SADC cost share of
$144,642.90; the SADC grant funds are conditioned on the
appropriation of funding by the legislature and approval by the
Governor and availability of those funds; the SADC will utilize
any remaining NJCF FY 2007 Federal Farm and Ranch Lands
Protection Program funds (estimated $800 per acre) to reduce the
SADC’s grant taken from the County’s base grant as outlined in
said Resolution.

* Discussion: The Cumberland CADB in participation with the New
Jersey Conservation Foundation (NJCF) has applied to use the NJCF’s
USDA, NRCS FY2007 Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program
grant funding in the amount of $2,300.00 per acre to further leverage
available county funding for farmland preservation. The owner has
agreed to the additional restrictions associated with the use of federal
funding, including a one (1) acre impervious cover limit available for
the construction of agricultural infrastructure required for all farms
under fifty acres utilizing FY2007 federal funding. It is noted that the
landowners have chosen not to take any exception areas and they have
signed an acknowledgement form related to that.
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2. Clifton and Dorothy Jones  (Resolution FY2011R12(13)) *

Block 18, Lot 28

Greenwich Township, Cumberland County, 70 Acres

State cost share grant at $2,800.00 per acre (70% of the certified
market value and purchase price); to account for any potential
increase in the final surveyed acreage a 3 percent buffer has been
applied to the funds encumbered from the County’s base grant,
which would allow for a maximum SADC cost share of
$201,880.00; the SADC grant funds are conditioned on the
appropriation of funding by the legislature and approval by the
Governor and availability of those funds; the SADC will utilize
any remaining NJCF FY 2007 Federal Farm and Ranch Lands
Protection Program funds (estimated $300 per acre) to reduce the
SADC’s grant taken from the County’s base grant as outlined in
said Resolution.

* Discussion: The Cumberland CADB in participation with the New
Jersey Conservation Foundation (NJCF) has applied to use the NJCF’s
USDA, NRCS FY2007 Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program
grant funding in the amount of $1,500.00 per acre to further leverage
available county funding for farmland preservation. The owner has
agreed to the additional restrictions associated with the use of federal
funding, including a four (4) percent impervious cover limit available
for the construction of agricultural infrastructure. The property
includes a two acre severable exception for the existing historic single-
family residence (national register).

3. Norman and Lynette Kacewich (Resolution FY2011R12(14)) *

Block 25, Lot 12; Block 26, Lot 11.03

Stow Creek Township, Cumberland County, 17.37 Acres

State cost share grant at $4,900.00 per acre (62% of the certified
market value and purchase price); to account for any potential
increase in the final surveyed acreage a 3 percent buffer has been
applied to the funds encumbered from the County’s base grant,
which would allow for a maximum SADC cost share of
$87,665.90; the SADC grant funds are conditioned on the
appropriation of funding by the legislature and approval by the
Governor and availability of those funds; the SADC will utilize
any remaining NJCF FY 2007 Federal Farm and Ranch Lands
Protection Program funds (estimated $200 per acre) to reduce the
SADC’s grant taken from the County’s base grant as outlined in
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said Resolution.

* Discussion: The Cumberland CADB in participation with the New
Jersey Conservation Foundation (NJCF) has applied to use the NJCF’s
USDA, NRCS FY2007 Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program
grant funding in the amount of $3,950.00 per acre to further leverage
available county funding for farmland preservation. The owner has
agreed to the additional restrictions associated with the use of federal
funding, including a one (1) acre impervious cover limit available for
the construction of agricultural infrastructure required for all farms
under fifty acres utilizing FY2007 federal funding.

The motion was unanimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(12)
through Resolution FY2011R12(14) is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

MIDDLESEX COUNTY

It was moved by Mr. Siegel and seconded by Dr. Dev to approve Resolution -
FY2011R12(15), granting final approval to the following landowners. as
presented and discussed and subject to any conditions of said resolution.

1. Robert and Karen Balz (Resolution FY2011R12(15)) *
Block 83, Lot 6.09
Monroe Township, Middlesex County, 14.1
State cost share grant at $27,000.00 per acre (60% of the certified
market) for a total grant need of approximately $380,700.00.

* Discussion: The property has a 0.61 acre severable exception around a
building used for machinery repair and general storage.

The motion was approved. (Mr. Danser recused himself from the vote.) (A copy
of Resolution FY2011R12(15) is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

G. Request for Preliminary Approval — State Acquisition (Easement)
1. Hill and Dale Farms, Inc., Tewksbury Township, Hunterdon
County

Mr. Knox referred the Committee to Resolution FY2011R12(16) for a request for
preliminary approval on the Hill and Dale Farms, Inc., located in Tewksbury
Township, Hunterdon County. He reviewed the specifics with the Committee.
He stated that this property is in the Highlands Preservation Area. Mr. Knox
stated that staff recommendation is to grant preliminary approval as presented and

17



Open Session Minutes
December 9, 2010

discussed, subject to any conditions of the resolution.

It was moved by Mr. Danser and seconded by Dr. Dey to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(16) granting preliminary approval to the Hill and Dale Farms, Inc.
property. known as Block 51, Part of Lot 80. Tewksbury Township. Hunterdon
County. 41 Net Acres. subject to any conditions in said resolution. The motion
was unanimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(16) is attached to
and is a part of these minutes.)

H. Request for Final Approval — State Acquisition (Easement)
1. Tullo Farm, Lebanon Township, Hunterdon County

Mr. Knox referred the Committee to Resolution FY2011R12(17) for a request for
final approval of the David and Susan Tullo farm, located in Lebanon Township,
Hunterdon County, comprising approximately 131 net acres. He stated that the
property is in the Highlands Preservation Area. He reviewed the specifics with the
Committee and stated that staff recommendation is to grant final approval as
presented and discussed.

It was moved by Mr. Siegel and seconded by Mr. Danser to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(17), granting final approval to the following landowners. as
presented and discussed and subject to any conditions of said resolution:

David and Susan Tullo

Block 57, Lots 27 and 28

Lebanon Township, Hunterdon County, 131 Net Acres

At a value of $6,500.00 per acre for a total of approximately $851,500.00;
the SADC approves the use of funding pursuant to the SADC FY 2006
Highlands Preservation appropriation Expenditure Policy — Amended,
which authorizes the use of Highlands funds to support additional
applications in all farmland preservation programs where demand for
funding has outstripped otherwise approved SADC funding.

The motion was unanimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(17)
is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

I Request for Final Approval — Nonprofit Grant Program
1. New Jersey Conservation Foundation/Lovero Farm, Hopewell
Township, Mercer County

Mr. Knox referred the Committee to Resolution FY2011R12(18) for a request for
final approval for the New Jersey Conservation Foundation (NJCF)/Lovero farm
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in Hopewell Township, Mercer County. He reviewed the specifics with the
Committee. He indicated that this farm would be utilizing NJCF, USDA, NRCS,
Federal Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program funding, which will include a
two percent impervious coverage restriction equaling approximately 1.5 acres
available for agriculture infrastructure outside the exception area. He stated that
staff recommendation is to grant final approval as presented and discussed.

It was moved by Mr. Siegel and seconded by Mr. Waltman to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(18), granting final approval to the following landowner as presented
and discussed. subject to any conditions of said resolution:

1. New Jersey Conservation Foundation/Lovero
Block 62, Lot 26.041
Hopewell Township, Mercer County, 73 Acres
The SADC shall provide a cost share grant not to exceed $7,000.00 per
acre (total of approximately $511,000.00 based on 73 acres) to the New
Jersey Conservation Foundation for the development easement acquisition
of this farm; the SADC approves the use of the New Jersey Conservation
Foundation’s Federal Farm and Ranch Land Protection Program funds,
which will include an impervious coverage limitation of approximately
two percent outside the exception area.

The motion was unanimously approved. (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(18)
is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

H. Farmland Stewardship
1. House Replacement Request (Renewal of Approval)
Michael and Amanda Dippolito, E. Amwell Township, Hunterdon
County

Mr. Roohr stated that this agenda item has been removed from today’s meeting.
Ms. Craft stated that this agenda item was tabled at the last meeting of the
Committee to give the Township the opportunity to provide some input. Staff
received a letter from the Township’s attorney yesterday raising various issues.
Staff wanted to have an opportunity to look at the various issues before bringing it
back to the Committee.

2. Request for a Division of the Premises
Simpson Farm, Tewksbury Township, Hunterdon County

Mr. Roohr referred the Committee to Resolution FY2011R12(19) for a request for
a division of the Premises by Rhyne and Andraya Simpson, owners of Block 19,
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Lots 11.05, 11.06 and 11.07 in Tewksbury Township, Hunterdon County,
comprising approximately 72.71 acres. The property has one single family
residence. The owners proposed to divide the premises to allow them to sell
Parcel B to an adjacent landowner, Marlena Heydenreich. The owners had
previously proposed to divide the premises through a similar configuration in
December 2009, which the SADC denied because it did not result in
agriculturally viable parcels. This recent request involves the proposed donation
of a development easement on eight acres of Ms. Heydenreich’s 26-acre lot which
is located adjacent to the premises, if the division request is approved. The
owners would retain Parcel “A” to continue their sport horse equine operation.
The owners find it necessary to divest themselves of a portion of the property for
financial reasons.

Mr. Roohr stated that in November 2010 Mr. Simpson and the contract purchaser
(Ms. Heydenreich) came to the SADC offices and met with staff to further explain
their proposal for the property.) Ms. Heydenreich indicated at that meeting that
she would like to own Parcel “B” for view shed purposes because it is located
directly in front of her residence and forms the continuum of the field that is
adjacent to her eight acre hay field. She had agreed to donate the development
easement on the eight tillable acres and has agreed that Parcel “B” and her 26-acre
parcel shall never be sold apart from one another, if the SADC approves the
division request. She currently pays a local farmer to farm the eight acres and
feels that the new larger configuration would make farming her overall property
more efficient for the tenant farmer. She did not wish to restrict the remainder of
her 26-acre portion of her property any more than with the 8 additional acres. Mr.
Roohr stated that Mr. Simpson, Ms. Heydenreich and the tenant farmer Scott
Clucas are present today and would like to address the Committee. Mr. Roohr
stated that he is providing some additional information that just became available,
to the Committee, which is a couple of maps and a letter from the Chair of the Ag
Advisory Committee in Tewksbury Township in support of the request.

Mr. Roohr reviewed the specifics with the Committee as outlined in the
resolution. He stated that staff recommends denial of the request for reasons set
forth in the resolution.

Mr. Simpson, Ms. Heydenreich and Mr. Clucas addressed the Committee in
support of the division of the premises request.

Mr. Waltman stated that the SADC has to continue to have a very high burden of

proof that a subdivision actually advances agriculture and he doesn’t see that in
this situation.
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Mr. Siegel motioned to accept staff recommendation as presented and discussed.
Dr. Dey seconded the motion. A roll-call vote was taken as follows:

Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) Oppose
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) Oppose
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) Yes
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) Abstain
Jane R. Brodhecker Oppose
Alan A. Danser Abstain
James Waltman Yes
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade Yes
Stephen P. Dey Yes
Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson Oppose

Oppose staff recommendation votes: 4
Accept staff recommendation votes: 4
Abstain from staff recommendation votes: 2
Absent votes: 1

The motion does not pass. Ms. Craft stated that staff recommendation is to deny the
request. We heard testimony from the tenant farmer saying the bigger piece of ground
the better or the more acres you have the better. The proposal is taking a seventy acre
property and dividing it to make two smaller pieces and there is no compelling
agricultural reason to do that in her opinion. We are degrading the viability of the
preserved farm. The vote does not pass staff recommendations but it also does not
approve the subdivision so therefore there is no action. She stated that from a staff
perspective Mr. Simpson and Ms. Heydenreich were kind enough to come to the office,
we sat and had a very frank conversation and it was clear to her that Ms. Heydenreich’s
motivation was to extend her holdings, to protect her viewscape of her home. She stated
that she cannot imagine that the Committee should entertain that as motivation or
justification for a subdivision of a publicly preserved farm. The sentiment that was
conveyed to staff was concern about the view and not want structures to be built on this
land. Ms. Heydenreich stated that she didn’t believe that was her intent in how she
described that, she was describing that what was important to her is preserved land and
by donating the eight acres that preserves that land but it gives her a feel that it is farmed,
which is more viable than just the eight acres and it attaches that to her property so
whether it is for her or a future buyer that now becomes a different type of property
because of the field in front of it that is viable.
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Chairman Fisher stated that the Committee took no action. Mr. Simpson asked if it is
acceptable for him to ask one of the abstentions to change their vote. The response to
that was no. Mr. Siegel asked if staff would now prepare a different resolution and
recommendation for consideration at the next meeting. Ms. Craft responded no, not
unless it is directed to by the Committee. Chairman Fisher stated that initially he was
going to vote to deny the request and the second part is that it is difficult, and he doesn’t
know what the abstentions are based on but basically we are here to vote and we recuse
because of some type of conflict but when we don’t vote, he believes there has to be a
reason not to vote. Mr. Schilling stated that he abstained because he is finding that it is
becoming more difficult to assess the viability test.

Mr. Danser stated that he would explain his abstention vote. As far as he is concerned
this is right on the cusp and it is very difficult. His view on the 24 month statement from
the time the owner came into the program is somewhat different from Mr. Siegel’s. This
came in as a seventy acre application and maybe there was a fifty-five acre application
that didn’t get considered because this one ranked ahead of it but if it came as 44, the
other one may have been preserved and this wouldn’t. The only way he would consider
this would be if the 54 acres were consolidated with a 14-acre exception or the area on
the map was restricted to not being subdivided and that would need to be reflected in a
deed.

Chairman Fisher stated that right now there is no action taken by this Committee. He
would suggest 1) no action has been taken so it’s not been denied or approved. Secondly,
if there are some other factors that you could speak to staff about you are welcome to do
so. He suggested that Mr. Simpson and the others present today could speak to staff after
the meeting. Ms. Brodhecker stated that the owners could come up with a different
rationale. Apparently some of that rationale did not get through to some members of the
Committee, whether it would be positive or negative. She stated that it would need more
structure for the Committee to be able to be convinced to vote either yes or no. Ms.
Reade stated that she comes from a county that has a 100 farm backlog and they are on
the waiting list. They have bigger and more viable farms than this that are not being
subdivided and they cannot get into the program. She wanted to point out that as Mr.
Siegel related to earlier is that we did make a selection and preserved 72 acres two years
ago. Mr. Siegel stated that these applicants are making a deal with the taxpayers and the
timeframe is a factor. Mr. Boornazian stated that he doesn’t see the hurt story from his
point of view or from the state’s. You have more efficient acreage going into the
program, they are making a donation and he feels we come out positive on this. The state
is not spending any more money to get eight more acres.

3. Request for House Replacement
Ernst Farm, Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County
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Mr. Roohr referred the Committee to Resolution FY2011R12(20) for a request by Roger
Ernst, owner of Block 32, Lot 3, in Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County to
replace the existing residence on the property with a new residence for himseif and his
family. The proposed new house would be built approximately seventy-five feet south of
the existing house and would utilize the existing driveway. The owner proposes to build
a ranch style house, approximately 3,200 square feet of heated living space to replace the
existing house, which is approximately 3,700 square feet of living space. The new house
would be built on a slab without a basement. The owner has also requested that he and
his family be permitted to reside in the existing house until the new house is completed.
Staff recommendation is to approve the request as presented and discussed.

It was moved by Ms. Brodhecker and seconded by Mr. Danser to approve Resolution

FY2011R12(20) granting a request by Roger Ernst, owner of Block 32. Lot 3. Upper
Freehold Township, Monmouth County to construct a new single-family residence,
consisting of approximately 3.200 square feet of heated living space and that the owners
may -live in the existing residence until the construction of the new residence is
completed. The approval is valid for a period of three vears from the date of this
resolution. The existing single-family residence shall be removed from the Premises
within sixty days of receiving the certificate of occupancy for the new residence and this
approval is non-transferable. The motion was unanimously approved. (A copy of
Resolution FY2011R12(20) is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

Mr. Siegel noted that he recently attended a farmland preservation conference
from the federal government’s perspective. There is a precedent but he cannot
remember from which state it is from, that properties that are on the national
register for historic places or eligible that are privately owned, the landowner can
tear them down and it doesn’t matter if they are on the national register. Private
property is not controlled by the national register. You might discourage them
from that but you cannot prevent them from doing so. If you are on the national
register it only means that the government cannot take it down. There is a new
interpretation from the Department of the Interior that if any preservation funding
has gone into the property that counts as government money and therefore any
national register properties/buildings, they come under that provision, even
though that money is not literally being used to take down the house. It is a new
finding. If preservation money has gone into the property, even though the
easement doesn’t mention anything about the barn, if the barn is on the national
register the Department of Interior is now interpreting that to mean the barn is
protected. He stated that this may have an effect on the Cavalier house, which to
him looks to be highly eligible for the national register. As far as these things are
concerned, eligibility and ranking have no difference; it’s just a matter of how
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long it takes to get the register listing. If the property is eligible for the national
register the rules apply. This prevents developers from knocking buildings down
before the registration paperwork comes through. Mr. Siegel stated that this may
be something that staff may want to look into regarding the Cavalier property
because if the house is as old as they say it could be register eligible.

L Right to Farm — Final Decisions
1. Blew/Bailey, Franklin Township, Hunterdon County

Mr. Smith stated that this is a very complicated procedural matter that involves a
very important public policy issue regarding the construction and use of solar
panels. There are basically three events to summarize. The first is the 2005 site
specific solar panel agricultural management practice (SSAMP) and the 2003
Franklin Township Planning Board approval of the solar panels.  Secondly,
proceedings in 2008 that were presented before the Hunterdon CADB, which
involved a right to farm complaint against the construction and use of the solar
panels, and last, a 2008 SSAMP that the farmer applied for, not only for the solar
panels, which the farmer had gotten an SSAMP for in 2005 but also for all other
agricultural production activities occurring on the farm. Other components of this
issue is the 2009 lawsuit that was brought against the Hunterdon CADB for
violations of the Open Public Meetings Act (OPMA) and a collateral issue
associated with the OPMA complaint was an allegation that one of the CADB
members was disqualified from voting.

Mr. Smith stated that in 2005 an SSAMP was applied for and was granted to the
Blews, who are commercial farmers. At the same time that was approved the
Blews also received planning board approval for the solar panel array. As a result
of all the proceedings involved with those two matters, in 2008 a right to farm
complaint was filed by the neighbor, the Baileys, and another SSAMP application
was filed by the Blews, for the solar panels and for all other agricultural
production activities. The Hunterdon CADB met over a several month period in
2008 and 2009 and that is where we get into the OPMA issue because the
Hunterdon CADB had nine voting members but at some of the meetings they only
had four or three voting members taking action. As a result of those issues the
complaint was filed in the Superior Court in 2009 by the Baileys and as a result of
that litigation the Superior court remanded the OPMA claim to the SADC.
Included in the OMPA claim was the VanNuys disqualification issue. Mr.
VanNuys is a member of the CADB but he is also the Chairperson of the
Hunterdon County Soil Conservation District. Staff, having reviewed the record
does have serious problems with the Hunterdon CADB acting with three or four
members from a nine member voting board, but it does not have any problem
with the fact that in 2005 the SSAMP was granted for the solar panels and no one
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appealed that decision. No one appealed the CADB action in 2005 and no one
appealed the Franklin Township’s Planning Board’s decision within the statutory
or regulatory timeframes. There was litigation filed a year later, after these
approvals were granted and far outside what the law requires for an appellant.
Mr. Smith stated that the staff recommendation, which is in the final decision
before the Committee today, is that the 2005 SSAMP be upheld. The 2008
proceedings that involve the solar panels, we don’t need to address anymore
because we are recommending that the 2005 SSAMP be upheld so there is no
need for a 2008 SSAMP to be disposed of. That does leave the agricultural
production element for the 2008 SSAMP and because we believe that the
Hunterdon CADB did not have a proper quorum, it could not conduct meetings on
four occasions. The SSAMP that the CADB granted for the agricultural
production activities cannot stand. With respect to the VanNuys disqualification,
the SADC does not profess to have any expertise when it comes to
disqualifications, recusals, conflicts of interest or office incompatibilities. Those
matters can be addressed by the Department of Community Affair’s Local
Finance Board. The summary of staff ﬁndmgs can be found in the last few pages
of the report before the Committee.

Ms. Craft stated that staff has the Administrative Law Judge’s (ALJ) decision and
the SADC’s charge is to either accept, reject or modify it. Ms. Craft stated that
Mr. Smith just reviewed the issues with the Committee and staff recommends
modifying the ALJ’s decision by upholding the Blews 2005 SSAMP and
affirming the ALJ’s conclusion that because no valid public meetings were held
by the Hunterdon CADB on the stated dates, those actions taking by the CADB
are void. Staff suggests modifying the decision with respect to the 2008 SSAMP
request such that these matters will not be remanded to either the SADC or the
CADB, that there is no SSAMP for the Blews agricultural production activities
and the burden is now on the Blews to reapply to the Hunterdon CADB for a
determination. If the Blews decide to reapply for an SSAMP for those production
activities, the CADB will have to hear the case with the proper quorum of at least
five voting members. If the landowners want to pursue an SSAMP for the rest of
their operation, separate and apart from the solar panels, they will have to reapply
to the CADB to have it properly heard. Also modified was the decision with
respect to the conflict of interest matter to send that matter back to the CADB
stating that it has to take that issue up with the Local Finance Board to clarify the
conflict of interest issue.

It was moved by Ms. Reade and seconded by Mr. Danser to approve the Final
Decision involving the Blew/Bailey Right to Farm matter as presented and
discussed. The motion was approved. (Mr. Waltman abstained from the vote.)
(A copy of the Final Decision is attached to and is a part of these minutes.)
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2. Frank Magrosky v. Somerset CADB and Robert Eurick t/a Rolling Acres
Flower Farm

Mr. Smith stated that this was an SSAMP from Somerset County, which was a
combination of a Right to Farm complaint and an SSAMP. The Somerset CADB upheld
the farmer and it was appealed by the neighbor and in the Office of Administrative Law
the attorney for the farmer filed a motion to dismiss the appeal. The neighbor received a
copy of the motion but never responded. Therefore, almost by default, the
Administrative Law Judge’s (ALJ) initial decision was that the farmer wins and the
CADB decision is upheld and there is no basis for the SADC to disturb the ALJ’s
findings. This issue involved a poultry operation and some crowing roosters. There is
evidence in the record that the farmer did everything possible to move the coops away
from the property line. The final decision that staff is recommending that the Committee
adopt affirms the initial decision of the ALJ.

It was moved by Mr. Siegel and seconded by Mr. Danser to approve the Final Decision in
-the Frank Magrosky, Petitioner vs. Somerset County Agriculture Development Board:
and Robert Eurick t/a Rolling Acres Flower Farm. Respondents, as presented and
discussed. The motion was unanimously approved. (A copy of the Final Decision is
attached to and is a part of these minutes.)

PUBLIC COMMENT

Sherry Dudas and Jim Kinsel from Honey Brook Organic Farm in Burlington/Mercer
Counties addressed the Committee. She stated that she was a former staff person to the
SADC’s Right to Farm program. She stated that she and her husband purchased the first
farm preserved in the farmland preservation program in Chesterfield and were in the
process of putting up a section of deer fencing and received a violation notice from the
zoning office stated that they were in violation of the Township’s fencing ordinance.
Despite a very unambiguous letter that was sent by Mr. Smith of the SADC to the
Township’s Zoning Officer, the Judge and a copy to the CADB, they did choose not to
forward the complaint to the CADB, which is the process under the Right to Farm Act.
She stated that they appeared in municipal court this past week and the matter was
transferred to Springfield Township because the Chesterfield Township Judge had a
conflict. The Springfield Township Judge did not even let their attorney lay out what the
Right to Farm process should have been. She stated that their attorney did speak to the
prosecutor beforehand and did get the Chesterfield prosecutor to agree to start the Right
to Farm process. However, the Judge ruled that the process can only take 120 days. She
is requesting that the SADC consider allowing staff to write a letter to that Judge letting
him know that his ruling, in her opinion, was improper. She stated that apparently her
attorney cannot make that communication because it would be considered an exparte
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communication. Ms. Craft asked where is the CADB on this issue. Ms. Dudas stated it
is her understanding that the zoning officer has communicated to the Burlington CADB
on this issue but the CADB has not communicated with her or her husband at all on the
issue. Ms. Craft stated that from what she knows of this issue in a superficial manner is
that there is a title question involved that is clouding the issue somewhat? Ms. Dudas
stated that this preserved farm has an access easement that goes back to the farm,
somewhat like a flag lot. They have a neighbor that is exerting his allegation, through a
lawsuit against her and her husband, that he has an access easement on a portion of that
lane. She stated that even though she and her husband did their due diligence before
purchasing this farm the easement never showed up in their title. Therefore in this
lawsuit the neighbor is claiming he has a right to this access lane or a right of access to
his property that has a driveway that comes off of her access lane. She stated that she and
her husband are defendants in this lawsuit and as part of their research they found that the
Chesterfield Township Planning Board, in 2005, actually granted this neighbor a
conditional use approval to operate a commercial business on his residence. She stated
that what the neighbor was claiming was that he has a residential use for this alleged
access and then her research found that the Township actually granted him commercial
use of a portion of her access lane. She emphasized to the Committee that she owns that
lane in fee simple as a part of the preserved farm. She stated that she has had four
attorneys look at this conditional use approval and they all feel that it is flawed. She
understands that the original easement issue is sort of murky but she felt that the 2005
conditional use approval is pretty clear that they had actually expanded the use of this
alleged residential easement into a commercial easement. She stated that the neighbor is
actually operating a used car lot from his residential property.

Ms. Dudas stated that she and her husband operate a community supported agricultural
farm and they are open once a week. They have customers coming up and down that lane
as well as employees. She stated that she has asked the CADB by letter to, at the
minimum, to let the neighbor know that he didn’t have a right to expand this alleged
easement use and the CADB didn’t answer that letter. It is her understanding that the
CADB has decided not to take a position in the matter. She stated that Mr. Roohr and
Mr. Smith are familiar with this background and she spoke to Mr. Roohr about it, because
the county owns the easement on this farm. SADC staff felt the CADB should handle the
matter and then come back to the SADC if she felt that she wasn’t heard. She stated that
is why they are here today to ask the SADC to allow staff to explore what is happening
with this issue. She felt that this is a serious issue if his expansion of this easement is
allowed to stand. She feels it would have serious repercussions state-wide if that initial
use is allowed to stand as is. Mr. Kinsel felt that if the SADC was to take action to
disallow the expanded commercial use, that the owner would capitulate on the other
lawsuit and it would preempt problems for the SADC down the road, because a Judge
could make a prescriptive easement ruling on their lane that would have an impact and
set a precedent for prescriptive easements on preserved farms.
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Ms. Craft stated that the concern she has is that the right to farm process is intended to
protect farmers from either municipal and county regulations or from nuisance
complaints from neighbors. Every time we talk about that at the staff level it became a
title debate about who has access and does the town have the right to grant them the right
to use that driveway for a nonresidential use. Does that violate the terms of this access
easement. It keeps coming back in her mind to a more legal property rights type of
question that needs to get resolved. She is not sure that applying right to farm is going to
clarify this, it may muddy the issue. Ms. Dudas stated that she only meant to address
the right to farm for the deer fencing issue. She stated that they are asking for the
SADC’s support in their claim that the judge did not go through the proper right to farm
process. Their deer fence issue should not have even gone to the municipal court. She
feels that this is a conflict issue through the conflict resolution part of the right to farm act
so when the zoning officer issued them a violation notice, right then it should have been
filed as a complaint with the CADB under the conflict resolution process that is afforded
to commercial farmers.

Ms. Craft stated that SADC staff will follow up with the county on both tracts to find out
what is happening and will follow up with the court with respect to any timeframe that
has been given to resolve the right to farm issue. She asked Ms. Dudas to supply all the
appropriate copies of letters and pertinent information to staff to review.

Pat Butch, Chair of the Farmland Preservation Committee in Millstone Township. In
December 2008 they put in their first application for a municipal Planning Incentive
Grant property and they have gotten to the point now where she was before the
Committee approximately four months ago and received an extension to make an offer to
the landowner due to issues between the Green Acres Program and the farmland program
that had to do with appraisal values and trail components on this property. They resolved
the appraisal issues between the two agencies and they have made an offer to the
landowner and they have a contract with only two days left on the extension that was
provided. She stated that the CADB has passed a resolution for final approval and the
municipality has introduced an ordinance accepting a final value for this property and it is
on the agenda for the County Freeholders. She stated that there is still one issue
remaining, which is the trail issue. There are four funding partners for this project, the
municipality, the county, Green Acres and the SADC. She is asking that before the next
SADC meeting, if they could have a meeting with all the funding partners to see if this
issue can be resolved. It has been over two years getting to this point and we need to get
to closing.

Chairman Fisher stated that we are dealing with the issue. Ms. Butch stated that she
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cannot close on the project without Green Acres and the SADC coming to terms.

Mr. Boornazian stated that he didn’t feel it is a Committee issue regarding requesting a
meeting but he would be happy to meet anywhere, any time. Ms. Craft responded she
would be happy to meet also.

Mr. Boornazian asked why Princeton Nurseries, which was originally on the open session
portion of the agenda, is now just in closed session, along with substantive minutes for
that item. Ms. Craft stated that she would like to have the opportunity to discuss the
contract negotiations on that project, with the Committee in closed session and then as a
result of that discussion will come into open session and make whatever determination
the Committee wants to make.

Mr. Coeyman from Monmouth County Parks stated that he feels the same as Ms. Butch.
He stated that they have been held up on the trails issue on the Princeton Nurseries
property, which is a very large tract in three counties for about two and one half years
themselves. He stated that his director has been working with Ms. Craft and Mr.
Boornazian trying to resolve the trails issues. He stated that the county’s position is
proposing three fee simple trail corridors, the northern one, the Wemple Trail, a central
one called the South Side Trial and a southern one called the Countryside Trail. They
have been in the field with SADC and Green Acres staff laying out these corridors. They
vary in widths depending on where they are located. In areas where they will be
between preserved farms, they are recommending no less than 100 feet so they can be
buffered. The issue is placing restrictions from the SADC on Green Acres or County
park lands, which is unacceptable to them. He stated that they were exploring the idea of
an agreement between the county and the adjoining farmers but are backing away from
that at this point. His director has done an email in the last day or so on that issue. What
he would like to see is a memorandum of understanding between the three agencies
(Monmouth County Park System, Green Acres and the SADC) laying out a
framework/agreement to agree on trails. They are hoping that the entire project will get
moving so we can get under contract. The county has had unofficial discussions on the
possibility of the county stepping in and acquiring the entire project in Monmouth
County. The SADC is the only entity that can acquire the farmland portion, which is not
desired but if they have to do that they will.

Mr. Coeyman stated that they are opposed to required buffers. They have many miles of
trails on other projects, trails within their parks, trails up against farms and trail corridors
that run for miles throughout the county. Over time they are going to try to buffer those

or allow natural vegetation or plant succession to naturally buffer those trails. He stated

that the 100 foot corridor between preserved farms is a good idea and placing the trail in

the middle. They have nothing against the preserved farms buffering their lands, fencing
it off, allowing conservation buffers, etc. He stated that in all probability, in time, they
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will buffer their trails that are created but they are not going to have someone from the
outside tell them it must occur by a certain date. He stated that they are well know for
their system and they are considered excellent.

TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING

SADC Regular Meeting: Thursday, January 27, 2011, beginning at 9:00 a.m. Location:
Health/Agriculture Building, First Floor Auditorium.

Note: Mr. Requa left the meeting at this point.
CLOSED SESSION #2 (Princeton Nurseries Contract Negotiations Discussion)

At 2:28 p.m. Ms. Brodhecker moved the following resolution to go into Closed Session.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Siegel and unanimously approved.

“Be it resolved, in order to protect the public interest in matters involving
minutes, real estate, attorney-client matters, pursuant to N.J.S:A. 10:4-12,
the NJ State Agriculture Development Committee declares the next one
hour to be private to discuss these matters. The minutes will be available
one year from the date of this meeting.”

Action as a Result of Closed Session # 2 — Princeton Nurseries

(See Closed Session # 2. Mr. Boornazian left the meeting at 3:10 p.m. during the
discussion of Princeton Nurseries.) Fawn McGee stepped in to represent the NJ
DEP at 3:10 p.m.

A. Real Estate Matters
1. State Acquisition - Final Approval
a. Princeton Nurseries — Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth Co.
Hamilton Twp., Mercer Co. & North Hanover Twp., Burlington
Co.

SADC staff referred the Committee to Resolution FY2011R12(21) for a request for final
approval for the purchase of development easements on nine properties totaling
approximately 869.7 acres, known as the Wemple Farm, Scheese/Gravett Farm,
Hutchinson Farm, Schlaepi Farm, Mifflin Farm, Josephson Farm, Anderson Farm,
Thread Farm and Hannon Farm, collectively known as Princeton Nurseries, located in
Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County, Hamilton Township, Mercer County and
North Hanover Township, Burlington County.
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SADC staff sought the advice of its attorney and the Committee during closed session.
As a result of that discussion, staff recommendation is to grant final approval for the
purchase of development easements on the following properties, subject to the following
amendments to said resolution:

It was moved by Mr. Siegel and seconded by Mr. Danser to approve Resolution
FY2011R12(21) granting final approval the Princeton Nurseries properties listed below,
conditioned upon the following revisions to the resolution. as discussed in closed session
and subject to any other conditions of said resolution:

The removal of the deed notices language in the 9™ “Whereas” on page three (3) of said
resolution and that this resolution is contingent upon development of a management
agreement between the SADC, Green Acres and Monmouth County. Ms. Craft stated
that whereas could then read: “Whereas said coordination will result in the execution of
a Memorandum of Understanding between Monmouth County, Green Acres and the
SADC, setting forth the mutual understanding of how the open space areas will be
designed, used and managed.” The wording that will be deleted is: ...“recording of a
certain deed notice on both farmland and open space lands to be preserved.”

Ms. McGee requested that the fifth and seventh “Whereas” on page three of said
resolution should reflect adding the words “fee simple” as highlighted below:

Whereas # 5 — “Whereas, funding committed by the County of Monmouth, County of
Burlington and Upper Freehold Township for farmland preservation purposes total
approximately $5,958,223, however, due to reductions in farmland acreage and increases
in “fee simple” Open Space “lands” since the time of their prior authorizations...... ”

Whereas # 7 — “Whereas, each Farm Parcel contains proposed “fee simple open space
lands” for the purpose of creating public............... ’

Mr. Siegel and Mr. Danser as the mover and seconder of the motion accept the additional
requests noted above by Ms. McGee as part of the motion.

Princeton Nurseries

Block 43, part of Lots 15 &17 ( Wemple Farm)
Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 110.2 acres

Block 43, part of Lot 14.03 (Hannon Farm)
Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 26 acres
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Block 49, part of Lot 4.05 (Scheese/Gravett Farm)
Block 49, part of Lot 10.01

Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 140.3 acres

Block 50, part of Lot 20.01 (Hutchinson Farm)
Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 75 acres

Block 50, part of Lot 11.04 (Schlaepi Farm)
Block 50, part of Lot 13

Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 104 acres

Block 50, part of Lot 11.04 (Mifflin Farm)
Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 86.7 acres

Block 50, part of Lot 9 (Josephson Farm)
Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 83.4 acres

Block 47.06, part of Lot 28 (Anderson Farm)
Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
Block 2743, part of Lot 22

Block 2745, part of Lot 3.02

Block 2745, Lot 4

Hamilton Township Mercer County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 128.6 acres

Block 100, part of Lot 1.01 (Thread Farm)
North Hanover Twp., Burlington County
Approximate Net Easement Size: 115.5 acres

Total Acreage (approx.): 869.7 acres
SADC Cost Share (approx.) $ 6,687,437.00 (58%)
SADC Cost Share Partners (approx.): $ 4,875,391.00 (42%)

Total Purchase Price $11,563,828.00
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Final approval is subject to receiving cost share funding from Monmouth
County, Burlington County and Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth
County.

The motion was approved. (Mr. Waltman and Dr. Dey recused themselves from the vote,
Mr. Requa was absent for the vote.) (A copy of Resolution FY2011R12(21) is attached
to and is a part of these minutes.)

Ms. Craft stated that this resolution provides for final approval for the transaction and
will allow staff to move forward in executing the contract with the landowner. With
respect to the open space issues, she explained to the public present that the Committee
amended the draft resolution to eliminate any reference to incorporating any maintenance
or management restrictions in the deeds, however, it is contingent on a memorandum of
understanding (MOU) being executed between the SADC, Monmouth County and Green
Acres with respect to how the open space will be managed.

Richard Goldman, attorney for the sellers addressed the Committee. He stated that what
Ms. Craft just related is a very good step but the only concern he has on behalf of the
owners and sellers is any time you represent a seller and there is an open contingency that
may or may not get resolved over the course of many months, they don’t want to end up
having a bunch of agreements that tie up the land for the next year while surveys and the
like are being done and then a year from now we get a call saying the SADC and Green
Acres and Monmouth County couldn’t agree on a MOU so there is no deal. They are
very concerned about that. He stated that when they work on their agreements they may
want to have a deadline on when the agencies are going to let everyone know that they
have reached an agreement or they haven’t. They are very optimistic that our state and
county agencies can work together to come up with a solution. He stated that certainty is
very important for the landowners because they are tying up their land. He stated that to
the owners it is a nonissue in terms of how the two parcels will relate to each other, the
Green Acres and the farm parcels. He stated that whatever the agencies come up with is
fine with the owners as they have no particular position pro or con on either view. They
do not think that the trails present a problem with the farmers.

Chairman Fisher stated that Mr. Goldman should take comfort in the fact that the matter
will be resolved in a timely manner.

Mr. Danser stated that the owners do not have to worry as everyone here is committed to
get this worked out in way less time than it will take to do the surveys.

CLOSED SESSION # 3 (Real Estate Matters — Certification of Values)

LI
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At 3:56 p.m. Mr. Danser moved the following resolution to go into Closed Session. The
motion was seconded by Dr. Dey and unanimously approved.

“Be it resolved, in order to protect the public interest in matters involving
minutes, real estate, attorney-client matters, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 10:4-12,
the NJ State Agriculture Development Committee declares the next one
half hour to be private to discuss these matters. The minutes will be
available one year from the date of this meeting.”

Action as a Result of Closed Session # 3 — November SADC Meeting Closed Session
Minutes, Real Estate Matters, — Certification of Values, Attornev/Client Matters,
Substantive Minutes-Princeton Nurseries

A. Closed Session Minutes of November 4, 2010

Mr. Danser asked for a motion to approve the closed session minutes with the proviso
that SADC staff verifies that the minutes read correctly regarding the Schnetzer farm
parcel designations, as discussed in closed session.

It was moved by Ms. Brodhecker and seconded by Mr. Schilling to approve the closed
session minutes of November 4, 2010 subject to SADC staff verifying the correct parcel
designations. as discussed in closed session. The motion was approved. (Mr. Waltman
Abstained, Mr. Requa, Mr. Siegel and Chairman Fisher were absent for the vote.)

A. Certification of Values

It was moved by Dr. Dey and seconded by Ms. Reade to certify the development
easement values for the following landowners as presented and discussed in closed
session:

Municipal Planning Incentive Grant Prosram

1. Fiorendo, Rose, Renaldo & Marie Sigismondi (Millhurst Road)
Block 64, Lot 11, Manalapan Township, Monmouth County, 30 Acres

2. Fiorendo, Rose, Renaldo & Marie Sigismondi (Dey Grove Road)
Block 59, Lot 4, Manalapan Township, Monmouth County, 94 Acres

County Planning Incentive Grant Progsram

1. Frank P. Baitinger, III
Block 22, Lots 1 and 2, Hopewell Township, Cumberland County, 71
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Acres

2. Cumberland/Riggins Farm
Block 13, Lot 27, Stow Creek Township, Cumberland County, 76 Acres

(8}

Samuel and Richard Ayling
Block 82.21, Lot 28, Washington Township, Gloucester County, 38 Acres

4. Matthew Chiuccarello
Block 44, Lot 7, Woolwich Township, Gloucester County, 53 Acres

5. Michael and Jane DiBella
Block 44, Lots 8 and 8.02, Woolwich Township, Gloucester County, 92
Acres

6.  Heatherwood Farm 1T, LLC
Block 55, Lot 1, Woolwich Township, Gloucester County, 77 Acres

7. W.W. Heritage Sons, Inc.
Block 20, Lot 1, Harrison Township, Gloucester County, 37 Acres

8. Rosemary D. Wright revocable Trust & Joseph M. DiBella
Block 43, Lots 13 and 14, Woolwich Township, Gloucester County, 131
Acres

9. Harry and Cheryl Copeland
Block 39, Lot 3, Delaware Township, Hunterdon County, 70 Acres

10.  Hill and Dale Farms, Inc. (Rothpletz # 2)
Block 38, Lot 1.05, Tewksbury Township, Hunterdon County, 43 Acres

11. Kenneth and Kathleen McDermott
Block 63, Lots 12, 13, 14, 21, 22, 25.01, Washington Township, Morris
County, 212 Acres

The motion was approved. (Mr. Requa. Mr. Siegel and Chairman Fisher were absent for
the vote.) (A copy of the Certification of Value Reports are attached to and are a part of
the closed session minutes.)

B. Substantive Minutes of December 9, 2010 (portions of Open and
Closed Session)
1. Princeton Nurseries — Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County,
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Hamilton Twp., Mercer Co. and North Hanover Twp., Burlington
Co.

Ms. Craft stated that the Committee is substantively approving these draft minutes
that reflect action that it took so that they can be submitted to the Governor for

approval to allow the SADC to execute the contracts before the next meeting of
the SADC.

Ms. McGee asked if they could see those finalized substantive minutes ahead of
time. Ms. Craft stated that there is a draft under tab 18 in the meeting binders but
these will have to be amended in detail, which will be provided to you. Mr.
Danser stated that the amended substantive minutes will reflect the three
amendments to the resolution.

It was moved by Ms. Brodhecker and seconded by Ms. Reade to erant approval to
substantive minutes of December 9, 2010 (portion of Open Session) dealing with the
following properties known as the Wemple Farm. Scheese/Gravett Farm. Hutchinson
Farm, Schlaepi Farm., Mifflin Farm, Josephson Farm. Anderson Farm, Thread Farm and
Hannon Farm. collectively known as Princeton Nurseries, as presented and discussed in
open session, subject to any conditions of said Resolution, and to provide the substantive
minutes to the Governor’s Authorities Unit for its review and approval,

Dr. Dey and Mr. Waltman recused themselves from the vote. It is noted that Chairman
Fisher, Mr. Requa and Mr. Siegel had left the meeting and there is one Committee
member absent. With Dr. Dey and Mr. Waltman recusing that leaves five Committee
members voting. Ms. Craft stated that with five members voting there would not be a
quorum. Mr. Danser stated that the minutes are in the open session and therefore Dr. Dey
and Mr. Waltman were present for the session. Deputy Attorney General Jason Stypinski
stated that you are just voting to approve the minutes. Mr. Danser stated you are voting
to approve the actions that the Committee took. Mr. Stypinski agreed that the Committee
is voting on the written minutes for approval.

Ms. Craft stated that you are only voting on minutes of actions that were handled in open
session regarding the draft resolution with amendments. That is all you are attesting to.
Ms. Craft asked Mr. Stypinski if they could proceed. Mr. Stypinski stated that the two
members do not have to recuse themselves on the approval of the substantive minutes and
therefore we have quorum to proceed.

The motion was approved. (Chairman Fisher., Mr. Siegel and Mr. Requa were
absent for this vote.)

C. ATTORNEY/CLIENT MATTERS
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1. Schnetzer v. Warren County, Warren County Agriculture Development
Board and the SADC: Stipulation of Settlement

It was moved by Dr. Dey and seconded by Ms. Reade to accept the Stipulation of
Settlement as presented and discussion in closed session. The motion was approved.
(Chairman Fisher. Mr. Siegel and Mr. Requa were absent for this vote.) A copy of the
Stipulation of Settlement is attached to and is a part of the closed session minutes.)

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, it was moved by Ms. Brodhecker and seconded by Dr.
Dey and unanimously approved to adjourn the meeting at 4:35 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

%u-ﬁ.‘wf'-—@

Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

Attachments

SAMINUTES\2010\Reg Dec 9 2010.doc



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY2011R12(1)

FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM CERTIFICATION
“8 Year Program”

NEW ENROLLMENT
CUMBERLAND COUNTY
SARAH L. BONHAM
DECEMBER 9, 2010

Property: Block 18, Lot 5
Hopewell Township, Camberland County
58.7 Acres
SADC ID#06-0025-8F

WHEREAS, the Agriculture Retention and Developfnent Act,N.J.S.A. 4:1C-11 et seq., P.L. 1983,
¢.32, provides for the creation of FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAMS: and

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Agriculture Development Board has submitted an approved
PETITION, AGREEMENT and supporting documents to the State Agriculture Development
Committee for certification of a FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM involving
Sarah L. Bonham, SADC ID# 06-0025-8F, concerning the parcels of land located in the
Township of Hopewell, Cumberland County, known and designated as the following:
Block 18, Lot 5, consisting of 58.7 acres; and

WHEREAS, the State Agriculture Development Committee has reviewed said PETITION and
accompanying documents to assure compliance with the provisions of N.J.S.A. 4:1C-11 et
seq., P.L. 1983, ¢.32 and N.J.A.C. 2:76-3 et seq.;

NOW THEREFORE, BEIT RESOLVED that the State Agriculture Development Committee, under
the authority of N.J.S.A. 4:1C-7 and N.J.A.C. 2:76-3.7, certifies the FARMLAND
PRESERVATION PROGRAM of Sarah L. Bonham, SADC ID# 06-0025-8F, Block 18,
Lot 5, consisting of 58.7 acres (Schedule A), which shall continue for an eight (8) year
period beginning from the recording date of the fully executed AGREEMENT with the
Cumberland County Clerk's Office; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that upon the effective date of the FARMLAND PRESERVATION
PROGRAM, the landowners are eligible to receive the benefits described in the
AGREEMENT pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-11 et seq., P.L. 1983.¢c.32 and N.J.A.C. 2:76-3 et
seq.; and



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5 4(d), the landowner or farm agent
as an agent for the landowner shall be eligible to apply to the local soil conservation district
for up to the following soil and water state cost-share grant in the amount of $5,870.00,
subject to availability of such funds (Schedule B); and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED that work performed on projects prior to Soil Conservation District
and State Soil Conservation Committee approval will not be eligible for cost sharing; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this approval is not effective until the Governor’s review
period expires pursuant to N.J.S. A, 4:1C-4f.

i - '
r IR &= —@ﬁgﬁl
[ sa | (i

Date | ! Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade RECUSE
Stephen P. Dey YES
Date Agreement (F3-A) Recorded Authorized CADB Signature

S:A8 Year Program\CUMB\Bonham\12 9 2010 FPPRES.res.doc
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STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY11R12(2)
SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION COST SHARE GRANT
NEW REQUEST
BURLINGTON COUNTY
ROGER R. KUMPEL
DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, Roger R. Kumpel, SADC ID# 03-0019-PG, located in Southampton Township,
Burlington County has conveyed a development easement on.the Premises to the Burlington
County Agriculture Development Board pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and Development
Act; and

WHEREAS, the above landowner is eligible to apply for a soil and water conservation cost-share grant
for the installation of soil and water conservation projects approved by the Department of
Agriculture, State Soil Conservation Committee (SSCC) pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:90-3; and

WHEREAS, funding eligibility is determined pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.4 and continues fora
period of eight years from the date the development easement was conveyed to the Burlington
County Agriculture Development Board, which expires on February 7, 2013; and

WHEREAS, the landowner has applied for a soil and water cost-share grant for the installation of
approved soil and water conservation projects; and

WHEREAS, N.J.S.A. 4:1C-13 defines soil and water conservation projects as any project designed for
the control and prevention of soil erosion and sediment damages, the control of pollution on
agricultural lands, the impoundment, storage and management of water for agricultural purposes,
or the improved management of land and soils to achieve maximum agricultural productivity; and

WHEREAS, the SSCC has approved soil and water conservation projects that are part of a farm
conservation plan approved by the local soil conservation district for the above farm and

identified herein; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.7, the State Agriculture Development Committee (SADC)
shall review and approve, conditionally approve or disapprove applications for funds authorized
and appropriated to the SADC from the General Fund, 1989 Bond Fund, 1992 Bond Fund and
1995 Bond Fund for providing grants to eligible landowners for up to 50 percent of the cost of the
soil and water conservation projects; and



WHEREAS, the SADC has reviewed the cost-share funding amounts of the above landowners; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that soil and water cost-share funds are approved from funds
appropriated to the SADC in FY 2011 from the General Fund and in the FY 2009 Appropriation
Bill from the 1989, 1992 and 1995 Bond Fund for funding eligible landowners for up to 50
percent of the cost of soil and water conservation projects for lands entered into eight-year year
period under the county easement grant program and identified as:

APPLICANT SADC ID# COST SHARE PROJECT TYPE
Roger R. Kumpel 03-0019-PG $13,650.00 23

Project Description: Installation of an animal waste control facility consisting of 1,500 sq. feet of
paved heavy use protection area and 1,500 sq. feet of heavy use pavilion roof; and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED that payment shall be contingent upon the completion of the project as
verified by the State Soil Conservation Committee and availability of funds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this approval is not effective until the Governor’s review
period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.

£ Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson RECUSED
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Comm. Martin) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Andrew P. Sidamon-Eristoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Acting Comm. Grifa) YES
James Waltman YES
Torrey Reade YES
Jane Brodhecker YES
Stephen P. Dey YES
Alan Danser YES
Denis C. Germano, Esq. ABSENT

SA\SW\Burlington\ Kumpel,Roger R\ 12 9 10 RES.doc
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136 PEMEERTSN ROAD -anid lot.and block numbarg - R o |
LoTi9.02 : Erosion and ‘Sediment Control- [ |  “Forsstry [ |
Btoek /2,03 Sl ) ' .

Héter‘HanagahenE [:[ Waste Management [g[

Other [:[ DeacribE'
‘1 hereby.; req t lan!ung asaiatsnca -ag indlcated
-dbove: . - D g

Slgnatufa

“5C0 RCKNOWLEDGEMENT ARD‘REFERRAL“:

/(CPO).:. “Funding approvel-ghell the ~vilid for {3 yedrs: From.

11 not qualify for coat s

%4
:pommence within 12 mofithe:of funding.approval :or- the agphcatlon i
afing.)

6. ) The | 5unpz~£.'r-/v SozZi  district hereby acknowledgea rec51pt .of .this
appliostion and hes refarraed-same to SCS “NJBFH OTHER - for Faasibility review and techmcal
recommendation, - .. S L Lo P
Slgnature ~Title : Date

kR :.REQUESTED PRUJECTS (To ba completed by Techmcal Agency. :Spacific detalia of -projects:are- outiined 1ﬁ«att§ched B

“Nork -must

date of .epprovil:es: epecified in:block:ls5, )
ib ‘Hork ; perFormed .on’

‘vjech to cancellabinn.

‘projests: prior to: gpproval Wi

lnitial Last

n CPD_- : ‘Estiméte (per H'Exi:an'th
. Projects | | Ttein Extant (Ft /ac.) urittzand/o * “Approved ($)
Ne;dad . No., .or:otherunit (State DFF.LCE Use)
12:90-2.28 Animal Linst ¢ Cc»/.-./ Co
561 = HUAP Lincrite’ . i

_s5e0 F/

So1 = HGEP = Fu)fiam Kool

‘-Tb'téls’ '

“#i3 85000

ED) é&?@@o

437300 00

8. APPLICANT CERTIFICATIDN'

will meintein .such projects For.st least?B- ‘yesrs.
if '1°fail to-meintain:such projects, <
ASCS and.other-svailsble :cost: aharinfi

o

the conservatlo ~plén:of. operat one PD ST

Slgnstura

*1f:g)
TECHNICAL -AGENCY ‘RECOMMENOATION:

EN

The projects 1iasted in Blodk 7.ere: essentlal and
applicsbla to the .landownars propoaad -operation- and
are 1ncurporated ‘ip stteched ‘Farm conservation plan
and €

- Tltla

(epadon N 67[9:8

The _M#IA SCD hereby c¥ftifies that this
applicstitn is eligible For cost .shering; 'approves the
requested projecta end the -sttached farm conservation
plen; recommends State Ffunding epproval of .amounts in.
block 7 eolumn F; end-egraes .to. inspedt projects for
meintenance es raquired by N.J.A.C. 2:¢90-3;11. (Attach
copy of CADB progrem -enrollment ‘certification.)

X

(Landowner/fsrm caparatur)’I

s1ication is made by - -the Fsrrn ogerato:, attach landowmar wribtan
. 10. DTHER LOST

1. raqueat Stits cost sharing assmtsnce a8, mdlca!:eu in olocK ) under the Farml G Presarvatinn Progra.,. 1 intsnd
:to-complake:tha. projeet (e) dn :sccordatice .with<s Farm:Conservetion Plen.
‘I.agrae “to -réfund a1l .or.par
“Lfurther-certify: ‘thet I ‘have: requestai .cost -shering 'assistancs” through
prugrama and whera applicsble such :cost - sharing haa baen Jncorporated in

proved :by ‘the:conservation diatrict-end-
t .of ‘State.-cost:sharing asgistance

o

é A‘ (Dats

ho: llzst.mn. (See .
CY. .CUURDINATIUN:

The ; hss raviswed this spplication_and
verifiea “ERat..cost. sharing will [ ] ~will-not be
provided :through the cost -sharing pro-~
.gram -as speclt’led in abtacﬁed CPO.

Signeture Jitle Date

. CADB CUURDINATIDN* To be completed where no county |
-appropriated Funds are: prov1ded to the-epplicant)

A copy: of .this appllcation form has been filed with
the No county ‘sppropriated funds
will be provided to the applicent.
Signeture Title Dste

5CD_Cheifman

uidélines ﬁor block B8}

Date

9/

[gnature Title

SCD Chairman

CC APPROVAL :

13 CADB CONCURRENCE :

{1o.be completed only where county
appropristed funds ‘are provided to the spplicent.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, SADG

A. A copy of this spplication hes been foewarded to
The S5CC hes reviewed-end spproved this spplieation the CADB for concurrence.
end recommends funding ss identified in Block 7, Signeturse Title Date
Column G. .
Specialg Remarks: X SCD _Chairman
: B. the CADB concurs with this cost ehering
requeat .end will provide county sppropristed
Title Ah“‘ Datse funds to the spplicent in the amount of '$
; ‘ (schedule sttached)
x | ANAYEY “_@lﬂ Signature Title Date
ROVAL FOR\FUNDING: .
) , /{v(. ‘«& 1 X CADB_Cheirman
| The.SADC hereby, epprues cygst sharing fundd in“the
{ emount of § géé;&g &gsuq . ghell be
{ - velid for 3 yeard from date’ ‘beltk )
N Si‘gna-imra e litle D}te
% i, & a“r‘" \&’ (Q { I8 SSCC_CSAF 9/85
} 10



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY11R12(3)
SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION COST SHARE GRANT
NEW REQUEST
BURLINGTON COUNTY
RUTH L. KUMPEL

DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, Ruth L. Kumpel, SADC ID# 03-0038-PN, located in Southampton Township, Burlington
County has conveyed a development easement on the Premises to the Burlington County Agriculture
Development Board pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and Development Act; and

WHEREAS, the above landowner is eligible to apply for a soil and water conservation cost-share granty for
the installation of soil and water conservation projects approved by the Department of Agriculture,
State Soil Conservation Committee (SSCC) pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:90-3; and

WHEREAS, funding eligibility is determined pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.4 and continues for a period of
eight years from the date the development easement was conveyed to the Burlington County
Agriculture Development Board, which expires on November 13, 2011; and

WHEREAS, the landowner has applied for a soil and water cost-share grant for the installation of approved
soil and water conservation projects; and

WHEREAS, N.J.S.A. 4:1C-13 defines soil and water conservation projects as any project designed for the
control and prevention of soil erosion and sediment damages, the control of pollution on agricultural
lands, the impoundment, storage and management of water for agricultural purposes, or the improved
management of land and soils to achieve maximum agricultural productivity; and

WHEREAS, the SSCC has approved soil and water conservation projects that are part of a farm
conservation plan approved by the local soil conservation district for the above farm and identified
herein; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.7, the State Agriculture Development Committee (SADC) shall
review and approve, conditionally approve or disapprove applications for funds authorized and
appropriated to the SADC from the General Fund, 1989 Bond Fund, 1992 Bond Fund and 1995 Bond
Fund for providing grants to eligible landowners for up to 50 percent of the cost of the soil and water
conservation projects; and



WHEREAS, the SADC has reviewed the cost-share funding amounts of the above landowners; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that soil and water cost-share funds are approved from funds
appropriated to the SADC in FY 2011 from the General Fund and in the FY 2009 Appropriation Bill
from the 1989, 1992 and 1995 Bond Fund for funding eligible landowners for up to 50 percent of the
cost of soil and water conservation projects for lands entered into eight-year year period under the
county easement grant program and identified as:

APPLICANT SADC ID# COST SHARE PROJECT TYPE
Ruth L. Kumpel 03-0038-PN $30,680.00 15

Project Description: Installation of a linear movement low pressure sprinkler system for 30 acres, and
1,500 feet of 6-inch PVC pipe underground; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that payment shall be contingent upon the completion of the project as
verified by the State Soil Conservation Committee and availability of funds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this approval is not effective until the Governor’s review period
expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.

ind = i & ‘
PG /D
Date |/ Susan E. Craft, Executive Director

State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson _ RECUSED
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Comm. Martin) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Andrew P. Sidamon-Eristoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Acting Comm. Grifa) YES
James Waltman YES
Torrey Reade YES
Jane Brodhecker YES
Stephen P. Dey YES
Alan Danser YES
Denis C. Germano, Esq. ABSENT

SASW\Burlington\ Kumpel,Ruth L. 03-0038PN\ 12 9 10 RES.doc



i Rmmu
Py

1w hrgey Kitu
Bnmmﬂsl
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T PLICATJDN AND AGREEMENT
RITY N: 3 A.C.2:90-3 st. -seq.)

NEW JERSEY DEPARTHENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE S0IL CONSERVATION COMMITTEE

-SHARING PROGRAM

AL #U

16. STATE OFFICE USE:

STATE IDG 030938 -BJ

NAME - Amﬁ‘ﬁs

AT zs.. A‘Ppuckm cmssmcmu

e r(r\[frr 5(}" N: (Check sppropriate box)
UTH KurMPEL . R
136 PEMBERTSN ROAD r'.‘(’.‘-jl 1 ) Landuwner m Farm Dperator [:1 (if other then
SoWTHAMPTON ;AT OF0BE b i 15 phona'lo. 6ot gE9-3i23 - “landowner)
3. FARM LOCATION (Strgei :ddrsa géﬂﬁk hun;nigality,v R ‘TYPE'»UF‘ASSIS"IA “REQUESTED: .
73¢ PEFERTory ROAD and- lot ;andiblock number !
N LT Ciby »“Erosion .and “Sediment Cunhrul ™1 Forestry [
. . ,mu:../:z.o/ B ) )
. L . L Water Hana amenhlgl :
5. JOINT CUST SHARING: - - g, -+ Mogke Honagenent .
: Other[{ :
Are you applylng For cost ahering Frum any othar ; E
program? “Yes “Which prugram
No Explﬂln wny
6. .SCD. ACKNUWLEDGEMENT AND - REFERRAL: The @gl.zﬂﬁrmv oIL
.applicdtion “and *hes teéfarred sams . ~NJBFH COTHER “For:
-recommanddtion., R
L 'Slgna!:ure

REQUESTED PRUJECTS 7o be completad by
(CPD):: Funding spproval shall “hé vélic
..oommence :within #funding e

“projecta., ara oul:.unud in atteched
pécifisd -iniblock 15. ~Hork must
cancelletiun Work performed -an

projecte -priorito.8 Jproval

f.Ptojecl:a
" “Neéded
A

Initia Coelt'
Estinats (per

Extont
unit: and/ o

- ‘Approvad ($)
{State :Qffice Use)
iy

s 22

96 - 2. ISI—»{‘,ML;*"-. Syﬂom

42+ S'fr-mlk/u-- Lisemr Arove:

I :&zwooﬁs

Y3000 —BVC 5"0,....4«— u..Jr, A

n;$627‘?6‘§

Totels

Bg4, jas. 00 | 422, 062:50

8.

T R
il agplicat.mn io.made’ .by tha’ farm
9.

APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

I requeat’ Stite ‘tost :gharing ‘asietance -as . 1nd1cated in block 7 undar the: Farmland Praservatmn Program. I intend
‘to .complabe the-project(s): in accordence-with:s Farm Conssrvation Plan ‘spprovadby:the conssrvation-district and

will maintain:such projects For .gt.leddt '8 yeara.
if 1 Fail ‘to:maintdin-guch-projects.
-ASCS-and -other -@vailablé .cost - eharin
the conserva an-of ; opera ions:

,—(» ,‘,,

CPD) .

‘Signetura. |

‘1 :egrea -to .refund :a11 . or-'part..of :State cost -shering sssistaence
I further certify- ‘that T-heve:raguestad.cost sharing assistence through
prugreme and whera apphcable -auth coat -

ASherlng has bean mcorporated in

TECHNIGAL AGENCY . RECDHMENDATIUN°

"The ‘projects ‘listed .in Bloek 7 are essential ‘gnd
gpplicabls to.the lendownera .proposad :operstion-and
are incorporated .in atl:ached [farm. coneervation. plan
and CPO.

The ﬁ“’é@iﬂ cinis] hereby cartifies hhat ‘thia
application is-eligiklefor cost sharing;-approves” tha
requested projects and .tha ettached farm conservation
plen; racommends :Stabe funding spproval ~uf .amounts in .
block 7 eolumn-F; and -agrees to. 1nepect pro\yects for
maintenance ns required by N.J.A.C."2i90-3.11. (Attach
fy of ‘CADB progrem :enrollment -certificstion.)
natq;a_/-—-— o Title

e~ T—5pp cheirman

Data

Sbotso

Br ator . nttach lenduwner

| 12: CADB :COORDINATION:

- ‘ E/Z@ ' (Date)

P horizatmn. (See uu1de11nee for block B}
110, DTHER CDSI uSHARING AGENCY CDURDINATIUN°

(Landuwner/far oparahur)*

L has raviewed thig apnhcetion and
veriflaa Ehat cost aharing -will D -will not ‘be

provided through 'tha . - cost.sharing pro- -
.gram ‘ue -apecitied in sbtached CPO.

Signature . Title Date

(To-be complated where no county
.approprieted “Funds ar'e ‘provide'd “to-tha .spplicant)

A cupy of th:La appllcation f"orm has bean filed with

CADB. No county appropristed - funds
will be pruvmed ‘to the :applicant.
Slgnature - Title Date

X SCD Chairman

13, CADB CONC R C (Tb be completed only where -county
‘appropristed : Funda are provxdad to’ the -applicant.

X

1%. SSCC AFPRUVAL B

The 55CC has reviewed and approved this application
and recommends Funding as identified in Block 7,
Column G.

Special Remarks:

The SADC heregi 8PP voea cost sharing funds in the
amount of § !‘ié bdSuch .epproval shall be

valid for 3 year
<oSighature
P NS

from date below.

= -:ééé%if:k::; . 57L2 1L

A. A copy of .this epplication has been forwarded to

the CADB for -concurrence.

Signature Title Date
X ‘SCD Cheirmen

8. The CADB concurs with this cost sharing

.request ‘and will provide -county sppropristed

funds to the:.spplicant in the emount of §

(schedule .attached)

Signature Title Date
X CADB Chairman

SSCC CSAF_9/85

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, SADC



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY11R12(4)
SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION COST SHARE GRANT
NEW REQUEST
MIDDLESEX COUNTY
DONALD AND LYNDA PATTERSON
DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, Donald & Lynda Patterson, SADC ID# 12-0005-EP, located in Cranbury Township,
Middlesex County have conveyed a development easement on the Premises to the Middlesex
County Agriculture Development Board pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and Development
Act; and

WHEREAS, the above landowners are eligible to apply for a soil and water conservation cost-share
grant for the installation of soil and water conservation projects approved by the Department of
Agriculture, State Soil Conservation Committee (SSCC) pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:90-3; and

WHEREAS, funding eligibility is determined pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.4 and continues fora
period of eight years from the date the development easement was conveyed to the Middlesex

County Agriculture Development Board, which expires on August 25, 2017; and

WHEREAS, the landowners have applied for a soil and water cost-share grant for the installation of
approved soil and water conservation projects; and

WHEREAS, N.J.S.A. 4:1C-13 defines soil and water conservation projects as any project designed for
the control and prevention of soil erosion and sediment damages, the control of pollution on
agricultural lands, the impoundment, storage and management of water for agricultural purposes,
or the improved management of land and soils to achieve maximum agricultural productivity; and

WHEREAS, the SSCC has approved soil and water conservation projects that are part of a farm
conservation plan approved by the local soil conservation district for the above farm and identified
herein; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.7, the State Agriculture Development Committee (SADC) shall
review and approve, conditionally approve or disapprove applications for funds authorized and
appropriated to the SADC from the General Fund, 1989 Bond Fund, 1992 Bond Fund and 1995
Bond Fund for providing grants to eligible landowners for up to 50 percent of the cost of the soil
and water conservation projects; and



WHEREAS, the SADC has reviewed the cost-share funding amounts of the above landowner; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that soil and water cost-share funds are approved from funds
appropriated to the SADC in FY 2011 from the General Fund and in the FY 2009 Appropriation
Bill from the 1989, 1992 and 1995 Bond Fund for funding eligible landowners for up to 50 percent
of the cost of soil and water conservation projects for lands entered into eight-year year period
under the county easement grant program and identified as:

APPLICANT SADC ID# COST SHARE PROJECT TYPE
Donald & Lynda Patterson 12-0005-EP $15,425.00 15

Project Description: Installation of a 205 foot corner arm for a center pivot system; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that payment shall be contingent upon the completion of the project as
verified by the State Soil Conservation Committee and availability of funds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this approval is not effective until the Governor’s review
period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.

gf/.mi’" _ %,4%8.—@@

Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Comm. Martin) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Andrew P. Sidamon-Eristoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Acting Comm. Grifa) YES
James Waltman YES
Torrey Reade YES
Jane Brodhecker YES
Stephen P. Dey YES
Alan Danser RECUSED
Denis C. Germano, Esq. ABSENT

SASW\Middlesex\Patterson, D & L #12-0005EP\12 9 10.RES.doc



xtent Approved

ouht approved for: cost sharlng Payment will be ‘made by'the’ NJ
|IIs must be prowded to support cost of materials and installation.’
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STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY11R12(5)
SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION COST SHARE GRANT
NEW REQUEST
MONMOUTH COUNTY
CONCORDE STUD FARM
DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, Concorde Stud Farm, SADC ID# 13-0038-EP, located in Upper Freehold Township,
Monmouth County has conveyed a development easement on the Premises to the Monmouth
County Agriculture Development Board pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and
Development Act; and

WHEREAS, the above landowner is eligible to apply for a soil and water conservation cost-share
grant for the installation of soil and water conservation projects approved by the Department of
Agriculture, State Soil Conservation Committee (SSCC) pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:90-3; and

WHEREAS, funding eligibility .is determined pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.4 and continues
for a period of eight years from the date the development easement was conveyed to the
Monmouth County Agriculture Development Board, which expires on May 6, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the landowner has applied for a soil and water cost-share grant for the installation of
approved soil and water conservation projects; and

WHEREAS, N.J.S.A. 4:1C-13 defines soil and water conservation projects as any project designed
for the control and prevention of soil erosion and sediment damages, the control of pollution
on agricultural lands, the impoundment, storage and management of water for agricultural
purposes, or the improved management of land and soils to achieve maximum agricultural
productivity; and

WHEREAS, the SSCC has approved soil and water conservation projects that are part of a farm
conservation plan approved by the local soil conservation district for the above farm and
identified herein; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.7, the State Agriculture Development Committee (SADC)
shall review and approve, conditionally approve or disapprove applications for funds
authorized and appropriated to the SADC from the General Fund, 1989 Bond Fund, 1992
Bond Fund and 1995 Bond Fund for providing grants to eligible landowners for up to 50
percent of the cost of the soil and water conservation projects; and



WHEREAS, the SADC has reviewed the cost-share funding amounts of the above landowner; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that soil and water cost-share funds are approved from
funds appropriated to the SADC in FY 2011 from the General Fund and in the FY 2009
Appropriation Bill from the 1989, 1992 and 1995 Bond Fund for funding eligible landowners
for up to 50 percent of the cost of soil and water conservation projects for lands entered into
eight-year year period under the county easement grant program and identified as:

APPLICANT SADC ID# COST SHARE PROJECT TYPE
Concorde Stud Farm 13-0038-EP $3,585.00 11

Project Description: Installation of 1,500 ft. of access control fence for stream protection; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that payment shall be contingent upon the completion of the project
as verified by the State Soil Conservation Committee and availability of funds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this approval is not effective until the Governor’s review
period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.

i /‘? /,{ ) = ‘2

Date Susan E. Craft, Executive Director

State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Comm. Martin) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Andrew P. Sidamon-Eristoff) - YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Acting Comm. Grifa) YES
James Waltman YES
Torrey Reade YES
Jane Brodhecker YES
Stephen P. Dey YES
Alan Danser YES
Denis C. Germano, Esq. ABSENT

SASW\MON\Concorde Stud Farm 13-0038EP\12 9 10 res.doc



/”W“-\ NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
“Conservation Program STATE SOIL CONSERVATION COMMITTEE
e STATE COST SHARING PROGRAM

PROJECT APPLICATION AND AGREEMENT
(AUTHORITY N.JA.C.. 2:90-3 et. seq.)

7. .
Eligible bractice Name/ Profect C ITEM| FIELD|  Estimated Costper | _ Initial Cost CRetqs“;S‘edAS‘ate t E;tersn Appr;yed
Project ractice Name/ Project Component NO. NO. Amount/Units Unit stimate (pe.r umt % (1 are Amount| (3) (State Office
Code * and/or project)- %) Use)

A B C D E F G H I J

o=

9. APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:
I request State cost sharing assistance as indicated in biock 7 under the Farmland Preservation Program. |intend to complete the project (s) in accordance
with a Farm Conservation Plan approved by the conservation district and if { fail to maintain such projects for at least 8 years | agree to refund all or part of
State cost sharing assistance. | further certify that | have requested cost sharing assistance through other available cost sharing programs and, where
applicable, such cost sharing has been incorporated. By signing, | understand that | grant permission for the NRCS or a TSP to provide NJDA-SSCC with a
copy of my conservation plan.and associatet! documents as needed. | further understand that NJDA will not release thesg’documents to any person or

organizalj out my peri
Signature: / /d/‘"ﬁ (Landowner/Farm Operator) Dale:”D//P

Nomplica/nt is not the landowner, appﬁcﬂion must include 'Landowner or Corporate Authofizatiof’ form.

10. TECHNICAL AGENCY RECOMMENDATION: 1. SCOAPPROVAL ' o
The projects fisted in Biock 7 are essential and applicable to the landowners The _/ /(' -f /TCLISCD Hereby cemﬁes that this application is eligible
proposed operation and are incorporated in the attached farm conservation plan {for cost sharing; approves the requested projects and the aftached farm
and CPO. , conservation plan; recommends State funding approval of amounts in Block
) / i P . ) 7.Column ; and agrees to inspect projects for maintenance as required by
Signature:f b/l L4 w A e S\ b it bty NJAC. 2:003117 '
Titleiges |t 7 Date: 7 Eis ¢ ' Z/// 2y
T Signature: 4 "'"/'/u;// ‘/M«“‘%‘ - .
Title: (AL e Date,_ 5&47 7. (7 wa/ =
12. $SCC APPROVAL e . — 2 —
The SSCC has reviewed and, apprbyed this application and recommends 13. SADC APPROVAL FOR FUNDING: C(/?\_L ,)_é? Ly <<
funding as identifiqd imBlock . mn J. The SADC hereby approves cost sharing funds in the am! tof§ 5} .-75
Special Remarks: Such approval shall be valid for 3 years from date below.
Tz T .
Signature: . ! Signature; pmnsine: [ - A
Title:_Abet. Ay G Date:_11j&3}i0 Title: =yt DE DTS Dateryey o b | 0
: 2 = A AN R R

14. REQUESTED PROJECTS To be completed by Technical Agency. Funding approval shall be valid for 3 years from date of approval as speEiﬁeé in block
13. Work must commence within 12 months of funding approval or the application is subject to cancellation. Work performed on projects prior to approval will
not qualify for cost sharing. Project costs and cost shares approved are based on the average cost table approved by the district. Payment will be based on
the approved percentage of the actual cost of project installation, but will not exceed the amount approved for cost sharing. Payment will be made by the NJ
Department of Agriculture upon completion of the projects as certified by the district. Bills must be provided to support cost of materials and instatiation.

REV. 1 8SCC 2/10



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY11R12(6)
SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION COST SHARE GRANT
NEW REQUEST
OCEAN COUNTY
HISHAM MOHARRAM
DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, Hisham Moharram, SADC ID# 15-0031-EP, located in Plumsted Township, Ocean
County has conveyed a development easement on the Premises to the Ocean County
Agriculture Development Board pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and Development Act;
and

WHEREAS, the above landowner is eligible to apply for a soil and water conservation cost-share
grant for the installation of soil and water conservation projects approved by the Department of
Agriculture, State Soil Conservation Committee (SSCC) pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:90-3; and

WHEREAS, funding eligibility is determined pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.4 and continues
for a period of eight years from the date the development easement was conveyed to the Ocean
County Agriculture Development Board, which expires on June 10, 2018; and

WHEREAS, the landowner has applied for a soil and water cost-share grant for the installation of
approved soil and water conservation projects; and

WHEREAS, N.J.S.A. 4:1C-13 defines soil and water conservation projects as any project designed
for the control and prevention of soil erosion and sediment damages, the control of pollution
on agricultural lands, the impoundment, storage and management of water for agricultural
purposes, or the improved management of land and soils to achieve maximum agricultural
productivity; and

WHEREAS, the SSCC has approved soil and water conservation projects that are part of a farm
conservation plan approved by the local soil conservation district for the above farm and
identified herein; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.7, the State Agriculture Development Committee (SADC)
shall review and approve, conditionally approve or disapprove applications for funds
authorized and appropriated to the SADC from the General Fund, 1989 Bond Fund, 1992
Bond Fund and 1995 Bond Fund for providing grants to eligible landowners for up to 50
percent of the cost of the soil and water conservation projects; and



WHEREAS, the SADC has reviewed the cost-share funding amounts of the above landowners; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that soil and water cost-share funds are approved from funds
appropriated to the SADC in FY 2011 from the General Fund and in the FY 2009 Appropriation
Bill from the 1989, 1992 and 1995 Bond Fund for funding eligible landowners for up to 50
percent of the cost of soil and water conservation projects for lands entered into eight-year year
period under the county easement grant program and identified as:

APPLICANT SADC ID# COST SHARE PROJECT TYPE
Hisham Moharram 15-0031-EP $5,000.00 15

Project Description: Installation of two low pressure pumping plants, greater than 5 horsepower;
and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED that payment shall be contingent upon the completion of the project as
verified by the State Soil Conservation Committee and availability of funds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this approval is not effective until the Governor’s review
period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.

%..—M.\ﬁi

Date = ' Susan E. Craft, Executive Director

1 t Mammrittee
State Agriculture Development Committee

]
1276100

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES

- Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Comm. Martin) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Andrew P. Sidamon-Eristoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) RECUSED
James Requa (rep. DCA Acting Comm. Grifa) YES
James Waltman YES
Torrey Reade YES
Jane Brodhecker YES
Stephen P. Dey YES
Alan Danser YES
Denis C. Germano, Esq. ABSENT

SASW\OCE\Hisham Moharram 15-0031EP\12 9 10 res.doc
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PROJECT APPLICATION AND AGREEMENT
(AUTHORITY N.J.A.C. 2:90-3 et. seq.)

NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE SOIL CONSERYATION COMMITVTEE
STATE COST SHARING FROGRAM

w o AlDLEZ

" STATE OFFICE USE:

stare we 15 - 003 (-gp

=

1. NAMU AND ADDRESS 7 AFPLICANT CLASSIFICATION: (Check appropriete box)
HISHAM MOHARRAM
¢46 Tthoco Ploce Landowner ‘Z Farm Operator D (1{5352:;;‘)‘8”
Exst Windsor, NI OF§20 Phons No. .
3. FARI LOCATION (Streei addrees snd municipality 4. TYPE OF ASSISTANCE REQUESTED:
@2 Facebsfinn Road and lot and block number .
New Egypt, nF 0gs33  LoT: 3§ Erosion and Sediment Control [ | Forestry [ ]
BLock | RS
Water Management gl Waste H t
5. JOINT COST SHARING: ’ aste Hanagenen
Other [:[ Describe:
Are you applying for cost aharing from any other
program? Lea ghitlzh.proigram I hereby request planning esaiatance as indicated
o xplain wiy above. ki
Signaturg—-= A vate 1/13/1
T
6. SCD ACKNOWLEDGEMENT ANO REFERRAL: The QCEAN diatrict hereby scknowledges receipt of this
application and has referred samp to SCS NJBFHM UTHER for fessibility review and technical
recomnendation.
Signature Title Date
7.

REQUESTED PROJECTS {To be completed by lechnical Agency.

(CrO).

Funding epproval shall be valid for 3 years from date of approval as spacified in bloek 15. Work must
commence within 12 months of funding epproval or the application is subyject to cancellation.
projects prior to approvel will not qualify for cost sharing.)

Specific detalla of projects are outlined in sktached

Work performed on

Initisl Cosat
CPO Estimate (per Requested Extent
Projects ltem ; Field| Extent (Ft./sc.)| unit and/or State Cost Share Approved (%)
Needad No. No. or other unit project) Amount (§) (5tate OfFice Uge)
A B C £ £ &
2.90 - 2.8 IRRIGATIoN SYSTEM
I T P > 45000 , oo {2500, oo L0 6Y
PUMPING PLANT, Low FRESURE >Shy| | (3 / no. 5 ,?OU@D
2 |8 {no.  |*S000.00 |tas0s. 00 |5 T00 00
Totals | H/C.000. 00 | £5000. 00 iﬁ; QO€E)
8. APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:
1 reguest State cost sharing assistsnce as indicated in block 7 under the Farmiand Preservation Program. ! intend
to complete the project(s) in mccordance with a Farm Conservation Plan approvad by the conservation district and
will maintain such projects for at least 8 years. I agree to refund all or part of State cost sharing assistance
if 1 feil to maintain such projects. 1 further certify thst I have requested cost sharing assistance through
ASCS and other svailable cost sharing programs snd where applicable such cost sharing has been incorporated i
the conservation plan of operationa (CPQ).
Signature ‘—';’ AQ (Landowner/farm operator)* Ci / 5 / ] O (Date)
»1f application_is mede by the farm operator, attach landowner written authorization. (See guidelines for block B8}
9.  TECHNICAL AGENCY RECOMMENDATION: 10. OTHER €St SHARING AGENCY COORDINATION:
The projects listed in Block 7 are essentjsl and The has raviewed this application and
applicabie to the landowners proposed operation and verifies thal cost sharing will will not [ | be
are lncorporated in attached farm conservation plan - provided through the cost sharing pro-
and (PO. gram as specified in attached CPU.
——Signatire e Yi\tia s / Date Sighature Title Date
S . ety O |
Fr—-te peoO\ LhramdC D U 1yl
I1. STy APPROVAIT Y { i 12, CADB COORDINATION: {70 be compieted where no county
{ sppropriated funds ave provided to the spplicant)
The ___ SCD haereby rtifies that this
application is eligible for cost sharing; approves the A copy of this application form has been filed with
requested projects and the attached farm conservation the __ CADB No county appropriated funds
plan; recommends State Funding approval of amounts in will be provided to the applicant.
block 7 column F; and agrees to inspect projects for Signature Title Date
maintenence as required by N.J.ALC. 2:90-3.11. (Attach
copy of CADB progrem enrollment certification.) X SCD Chairman
Sigu{tzlre Title Dste ' .
/ s . 13, CADR CUNCURRENCE.: Yo be completed only where county
X / i /L \"’ SCO Chairmen // ////?' appropriated funds ers provided to the applicant.
la. H5CC 'APPROVAL : /
A. A copy of this application has been forwarded to
The SSCC hes reviewed and approved this application the CADB for concurrence.
and recommends funding as identified in Block 7, Signature Title Date
Calumie G. i
Speciasl Remarks: X SCO Chadirman
B. The CADB concurs with this cost sharing
requast and will provide county appropriated
53 tdie Title Dats funds to the applicent in the amount of §
. Ao e (schedule stteched)
% ﬁ;f‘-{‘fﬁ;fﬁ_\ﬁ;\_y% i Signature Title Date
IS5 {SADQ APPROVAL FOR FUNDING: ! ]
(\ ///_ \Lg ﬁ%\_}* X, CADB Chairman
the SADC heretgenpro@ cost shering funds'in the
smount of § ng} . Such approval shall he
valid for 3 years from dnte below. .
ignature Title ; Late
i ! ™
v =. -@‘{2 e | SSCC CSAF_9/85

i
[
IRECTOR, erne

L

i

CUTIVE



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY11R12(7)
SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION COST SHARE GRANT
NEW REQUEST
WARREN COUNTY
BRIAN FOLEY
DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, Brian Foley, SADC ID# 21-0019-NP, located in Washington & Franklin Townships,
Warren County has conveyed a development easement on the Premises to the New Jersey
Conservation Foundation pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and Development Act; and

WHEREAS, the above landowner is eligible to apply for a soil and water conservation cost-share
grant for the installation of soil and water conservation projects approved by the Department of
Agriculture, State Soil Conservation Committee (SSCC) pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:90-3; and

WHEREAS, funding eligibility is determined pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.4 and continues
for a period of eight years from the date the development easement was conveyed to the New
Jersey Conservation Foundation, which expires on May 8, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the landowner has applied for a soil and water cost-share grant for the installation of
approved soil and water conservation projects; and

WHEREAS, N.J.S.A. 4:1C-13 defines soil and water conservation projects as any project designed
for the control and prevention of soil erosion and sediment damages, the control of pollution
on agricultural lands, the impoundment, storage and management of water for agricultural
purposes, or the improved management of land and soils to achieve maximum agricultural
productivity; and

WHEREAS, the SSCC has approved soil and water conservation projects that are part of a farm
conservation plan approved by the local soil conservation district for the above farm and
identified herein; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-5.7, the State Agriculture Development Committee (SADC)
shall review and approve, conditionally approve or disapprove applications for funds
authorized and appropriated to the SADC from the General Fund, 1989 Bond Fund, 1992
Bond Fund and 1995 Bond Fund for providing grants to eligible landowners for up to 50
percent of the cost of the soil and water conservation projects; and



WHEREAS, the SADC has reviewed the cost-share funding amounts of the above landowner; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that soil and water cost-share funds are approved from
funds appropriated to the SADC in FY 2011 from the General Fund and in the FY 2009
Appropriation Bill from the 1989, 1992 and 1995 Bond Fund for funding eligible landowners
for up to 50 percent of the cost of soil and water conservation projects for lands entered into
eight-year year period under the county easement grant program and identified as:

APPLICANT SADC ID# COST SHARE PROJECT TYPE
Brian Foley 21-0019-NP $32,434.80 23

Project Description: Installation of an animal waste control facility consisting of 1,700 sq. feet of
paved heavy use protection area, 1,700 sq. feet of heavy use pavilion roof, 1,200 sq. feet of
dry stack waste storage facility, 1,200 sq. feet of waste storage facility pavilion roof, 2,900 sq.
feet of gutter and downspout roof runoff structure, 75 feet of 10 inch underground outlet and 1
underground outlet animal guard; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that payment shall be contingent upon the completion of the project
as verified by the State Soil Conservation Committee and availability of funds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this approval is not effective until the Governor’s review
period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.

ESLWIn

Daté | Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Comm. Martin) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Andrew P. Sidamon-Eristoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Acting Comm. Grifa) YES
James Waltman YES
Torrey Reade YES
Jane Brodhecker YES
Stephen P. Dey YES
Alan Danser YES

Denis C. Germano, Esq. ABSENT



NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
STATE SOIL CONSERYATION COMMITTEE
STATE COST SHARING PROGRAM

PROJECT APPLICATION AND AGREEMENT
(AUTH£§J{§?N.J.A.C. 2190-3 at. seq.) 16. STATE OFFICE USE:
(AR M

£
state w8 Z-E0I17~f
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Cosnarvation Progrin
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1. NAME i
Brian%ﬁge;\oﬁﬁess 7. APPLICANT CLASGIFICATION: (Check eppropriate box)
75 Kayharts Lane Landowner [X__I Farm Operator D (if othar than
‘Washington, NJ 07882 § M landowner)
RN C S Phone Na.
3. FARM LOCATION {Street addreas and'mL!\r,),ici"’§lity 4. YYPL OF ASSISTANCE REQUESTED:
247 Cemetery Hill Rd and lot arid block:nAtimbar
Franklin, NJ R (,br.c""" - } £rosion and Sedimant Control [X] Forsstry [ |
Washington Block: 71 Lot: 1; Franklin Block: 49, Lot: | Water M . W M
8 r ang m 2§
5. JOINT COST SHARING: gemen Bate Hanagement
© Other Dascribe:
Are you applying for cost sharing from any other D
program? Yes X Which program AMA 1 hereby request planning assistance as indicated
No Explain why for pastiire managment sbove. N &
fenc; Waterline, etc, 5 Signature £ <7 Oste 725~
/
6. SCO ACKNUOWLEOGEMENT AND REFERRAL: The Warren district hereby acknowledgea receipt of this
application esnd has refarred gsame to SCS __ X  NJBFM DTHER fqr feasibility review and technical

recommendstion. /{J = . P
Signsture Title / Lt N, ot Date /o/‘l sfiv
s ‘) }

7. REQUESIED PROJECTS (Jo ba completad by (echnical Agency. Specific detalls of projects are outlined in attached
(CPG). Funding spproval shall be valid for 3 years from date of spproval as specified in block 15. Work must
commance within 12 montha of funding approval or the applicstion is aubject to cencellation. Work parformed on
projects prior to approvel will not qualify for coat sharing.)

Initial Coat
. CPO Eatimate (per Requested Extent
Projects 1tem | Field| Extent (ft./sc.)| unit and/or State Cost Share Approved ($)
Needed No. No. or ather unit project) Amount (%) (State Office Uae)
A B 9 B £ F G
2:90 - 2.23 Animal Waste control facilit | 1&2 | HQ 1700 s $30,940.00 $15,470.00 £ LR 38
2:90 - 2.23 Animal Waste contro! facilit | 3 &4 | HQ 1200sf $33,840.00 $16,920.00 418 ( & C)Bg 012
2:90 - 2,23 Animal Waste control facilit 5 HQ 2900 sf $2,900.00 $1,450.00 27 2C
i i [ 204,35
2:90 - 2.23 Animal Waste control faciliti{ 6 HQ 75 fi $750.00 $375.00 4 255. 230
2:90 - 2.23 Animal Waste contro! facilitic 7 HQ 1 $25.00 $12.50 1§
v (.05
27 424 20
lotals| 0843500 $34,227.50 $0.00

8. APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

1 request State cost sharing assistance ass indiceted in block 7 under the Farmland Preservation Program. 1 intend
to complete the project(s) in sccordsnce with a Farm Conservation Plan approved by the conaervation district and
will meintain such projacts fFor st lesst 8 years. I agree to refund all or part of State cost sharing assistance
if I fail to maintain such projects. I further certify that 1 have requestad cost asharing agsistance through

_/«? ASCS and other svailable cost aharing programs end where spplicable such cost sharing hes been incorporated in

the conaervation\plan ‘o/f"operatione {cPD).
~) G~/
Signatura (Landowner/farm operator)* ? (Date)
4
*1f application is mads by the farm operator, attach iandownar writtan suthorization. (Ses guidelines for block 8}
§.  TECHNICAL AGENCY RECOMMENDATION: 10. OTHER COST SHARING AGENCY COORDINATION:

The projects listed in Block 7 are essential and The hes raviewed this spplication and
applicable to the landowners proposad operation and verifies that cost sharing will D will not[:l be
are incorporated in sttachad farm conservation plan provided through the cost sharing pro-
and CPO. gram as specified in attached CPQ.

Sigpsture Title Oate Signature Title Oate
b4 @\/\777«21 M /ﬁ//l/,?m X

1I. SCD APPROVAL: 17, CADB COORDINAIION: (lo be completed where no county
appropriated funds are provided to the applicent)

The __ Warren  sCO bereby certifies that this

applicstion is eligible for cost sharing; epproves the A copy of thia application form has been filed with

requested projects and the attached farm conservation the CADB. No county appropristed funds

plen; recommends State funding spprovel of smounta in will be provided to the spplicant.

block 7 column F; and agrees to inspect projecta for Signature Title Date

maintensnce as required by N.J.A.C. 2:90-3.11. (Attach

copy of CADB progpgm enrollment certification.} X SCDB_Chairman

Signature Title . Date

s, T K /Q/ ,/ ) 137 CAOB CONCURRENCE: (lo be completed only where county
x  (ALZepre /) 7 SCD Chairman i appropristed funds ars provided to the spplicsnt.

14, SSCC APPROVAL:
A. A copy of this appliestion has been farwarded to

The SSCC has reviewed snd approvad this application the CADB for concurrence.
and recommende funding ss identified in Block 7, Signatura Title Date
Column G.
Special Remarks: X SCD Chairman
8, The CADB concurs with this cost shsring
request and will provide county sppropriated
Title Aﬂ{\ Date funds to the applicant in the amount of $
- i ﬁfc (achedule sttached)
ANN .‘)4‘ ( E Signature Title Oate

>

CADB Chairman

FOR AUNDING: (%/(. IILL‘)\\_b

The SADC nereg y_sgproyea_dpat snaring finda in the
amount of § ‘e Such approval shall be
valid for 3 yearq frof date below.

x . . aymi SSCC_CSAF_9/85
R T

EXECUTIVE DINECTHR, BARE 7/

\



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION # FY2011R12(8)
FINAL APPROVAL
of

MUNICIPAL PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT
APPLICATIONS
INCLUDING COMPREHENSIVE FARMLAND PRESERVATION PLANS AND PROJECT
AREA SUMMARIES
HOLMDEL TOWNSHIP, MONMOUTH COUNTY
UPPER FREEHOLD TOWNSHIP, MONMOUTH COUNTY

2009 FUNDING ROUND
December 9, 2010

WHEREAS, the State Agriculture Development Committee ("SADC") is authorized under the
Farmland Preservation Planning Incentive Grant Act, P.L. 1999, ¢.180 (N.J.S.A. 4:1C-43.1), to
provide a grant to eligible counties and municipalities for farmland preservation purposes based -

* on whether the identified project area provides an opportunity to preserve a significant area of
reasonably contiguous farmland that will promote the long term viability of agriculture as an
industry in the municipality or county; and

WHEREAS, to be eligible for a grant, a municipality shall:

1. Identify project areas of multiple farms that are reasonably contiguous and located in an
agricultural development area (“ADA”) authorized pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and
Development Act, P.L. 1983, ¢.32 (C.4:1C-11 et seq.);

2. Establish an agricultural advisory committee composed of at least three, but not more than
five, residents with a majority of the members actively engaged in farming and owning a
portion of the land they farm;

3. Establish and maintain a dedicated source of funding for farmland preservation pursuant to
P.L. 1997, ¢.24 (C.40:12-15.1 et seq.), or an alternative means of funding for farmland
preservation, such as, but not limited to, repeated annual appropriations or repeated issuance
of bonded indebtedness, which the SADC deems to be, in effect, a dedicated source of
funding; and

4. Prepare a farmland preservation plan element pursuant to paragraph (13) of section 19 of P.L.
1975, ¢.291 (C.40:55D-28) in consultation with the agricultural advisory committee; and

WHEREAS, the SADC adopted amended rules, effective July 2, 2007, under Subchapter 17A
(N.JLA.C. 2:76-17A) to implement the Farmland Preservation Planning Incentive Grant Act, P.L.

1



1999, ¢.180 (N.J.S.A. 4:1C-43.1) by establishing a municipal farmland preservation planning
incentive grant program; and

WHEREAS, a municipality applying for a grant to the SADC shall submit a copy of the municipal
comprehensive farmland preservation plan and a project area summary for each project area
designated within the plan, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.4, the SADC specified that a municipal comprehensive
farmland preservation plan shall, at 2 minimum, include the following components:

1. The adopted farmland preservation plan element of the municipal master plan;

2. A map and description of the municipality’s agricultural resource base including, ata
minimum, the proposed farmland preservation project areas;

A description of the land use planning context for the municipality’s farmland
preservation initiatives including identification and detailed map of the county’s adopted
Agricultural Development Area (ADA) within the municipality, consistency of the
municipality’s farmland preservation program with county and other farmland
preservation program initiatives and consistency with municipal, regional and State land
use planning and conservation efforts;

(S

4. A description of the municipality’s past and future farmland preservation program
activities, including program goals and objectives, including a summary of available
municipal funding and approved funding policies in relation to the municipality’s one-,
five- and ten-year preservation projections;

5. A discussion of the actions the municipality has taken, or plans to take, to promote
agricultural economic development in order to sustain the agricultural industry;

6. Other farmland preservation techniques being utilized or considered by the municipality;

7. A description of the policies, guidelines or standards used by the municipality in
conducting its farmland preservation efforts, including any minimum eligibility criteria or
standards used by the municipality for solicitation and approval of farmland preservation
program applications in relation to SADC minimum eligibility criteria as described at
N.JLA.C. 2:76-6.20, adopted ranking criteria in relation to SADC ranking factors at
N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.16, and any other policies, guidelines or standards that affect application
evaluation or selection;

8. A description of municipal staff and/or consultants used to facilitate the preservation of
farms; and
9. Any other information as deemed appropriate by the municipality; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.JLA.C. 2:76-17A.5, the SADC required the muhicipality to prepare a project
area summary containing the following information for each project area:

2



1. An inventory showing the number of farms or properties, and their individual and aggregate
acreage, for targeted farms, farmland preservation applications with final approvals,
preserved farms, lands enrolled in an eight-year farmland preservation program and preserved
open space compatible with agriculture;

2. Aggregate size of the entire project area;

L

Density of the project area;
4. Soil productivity of the targeted farms;

5. An estimate of the cost of purchasing development easements on the targeted farms in the
designated project area;

6. A multi-year plan for the purchase of development easements on the targeted farms in the
project area, indicating the municipality’s and, if appropriate, any other funding partner’s
share of the estimated purchase price, including an account of the estimated percentage of
leveraged State funds and the time period of installment purchase agreements, where
appropriate; and

WHEREAS, on May 24, 2007, the SADC adopted Guidelines for Developing Municipal
Comprehensive Farmland Preservation Plans to supplement the new rules at N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A
and provide uniform, detailed plan standards, update previous planning standards, and
incorporate recommendations from the 2006 edition of the Agricultural Smart Growth Plan for
New Jersey, the Planning Incentive Grant Statute (N.J.S.A. 4:1C-43.1) and the New Jersey
Department of Agriculture Guidelines for Plan Endorsement under the State Development and
Redevelopment Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Guidelines emphasize that these Municipal Comprehensive Farmland Preservation
Plans should be developed in consultation with the agricultural community including the
municipal Agricultural Advisory Committee, municipal Planning Board, CADB, county Planning
Board and the county Board of Agriculture, and where appropriate, in conjunction with
surrounding municipalities and the County Comprehensive Farmland Preservation Plan, with at
least two public meetings including a required public hearing prior to Planning Board adoption as
an element of the municipal master plan; and

WHEREAS, SADC staff have worked in partnership with municipal representatives to provide and
identify sources for the latest data with respect to agricultural statistics, water resources,
agricultural economic development, land use and resource conservation; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6(a), the SADC received 37 municipal planning incentive
grant applications by the December 17, 2007 deadline (since December 15, 2007 fell on a
Saturday), consisting of a copy of the municipality’s draft comprehensive farmland preservation

plan, annual application and all applicable project area summaries, as summarized in the attached
Schedule A; and

w



WHEREAS, these 37 applications identified 89 project areas in 7 counties and targeted 1,723 farms
and 85,464 acres at an estimated total cost of $1 ,574,734,000, with a ten-year preservation goal
of 57,449 acres; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6(b)1 and N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6(b)2, in order to improve
municipal and county farmland preservation coordination, the municipality forwarded its
application to the county for review and provided evidence of county review and comment and, if
appropriate, the level of funding the county is willing to provide to assist in the purchase of
development easements on targeted farms: and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.7, SADC staff reviewed and evaluated the municipalities’
applications to determine whether all the components of the comprehensive farmland
preservation plans are fully addressed and complete and whether the project area summaries are
complete and technically accurate, and that the application is designed to preserve a significant
area of reasonably contiguous farmland that will promote the long-term economic viability of
agriculture as an industry; and

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2008, the SADC granted conditional preliminary approval to all 37 municipal
planning incentive grant applications received for the 2009A Municipal Planning Incentive Grant
funding round; and

WHEREAS, the conditions of preliminary approval for each of the Townships listed below were as
follows:

1. SADC determination that each designated project area is complete and technically accurate.

2. SADC receipt of evidence of the adoption of the Comprehensive Farmland Preservation Plan
by the municipal planning board after a properly noticed public hearing.

3. SADC receipt of an electronic and paper copy of the approved Comprehensive Farmiand
Preservation Plan; and

WHEREAS, SADC staff have since determined that the following Townships have satisfied all
requirements of the conditional preliminary approval; and

WHEREAS, to date $750,000 of FY09 funding has been appropriated for the purchase of development
casements on the eligible list of farms identified in the Township’s approved PIG Project Area and
an additional $500,000 of FY11 funding is pending appropriation; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC grants final approval of the following
municipal Planning Incentive Grant applications submitted under the FY09 program funding
round as summarized in the attached Schedule B:

1. Holmdel Township, Monmouth County

2. UpperF réehold Township, Monmouth County



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that funding eligibility shall be established pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-
17A.8(a), and SADC Resolution #FY08R5(44); and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC will monitor the municipality’s funding plan pursuant
to N.JLA.C. 2:76-17A.17 and adjust the eligibility of funds based on the municipality’s progress
in implementing the proposed funding plan. Each Planning Incentive Grant municipality should
expend its grant funds within three years of the date the funds are appropriated. To be
considered expended a closing must have been completed with the SADC. Any funds that are
not expended within three years are subject to reappropriation and may no longer be available to
the municipality; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC will continue to assist municipalities with planning for
agricultural retention, the promotion of natural resource conservation efforts, county and
municipal coordination, and agricultural economic development and in strengthening of Right to
Farm protections; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC’s approval is conditioned upon the Governor’s review
period pursuant to N.J.S.A 4:1C-4f.

Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

SAPLANNING\PIG Planning\Municipal PIG\2009 Municipal\Resolutions\Mun PIG 2009 final approval ResolutionDec10.doc
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Schedule A

2008 COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT

APPLICATION SUMMARY

As of 12/09/t0

. Estirmated ) 1-Year 5-Year 10-Year Dedicated Annual Tax Annual Tax for
County / Municipality # ol Project | # of Targated Targeted Estimated Total Cos1} Cost Per Project Area Acreage Acreage Acreage t0-Year Total Cost | 10-Year SADC Cost Tax Revenue in Farmiand Preservation
Areas Farms Farms Acreage Acreage R
Acre Goal Goal Goal $0.0_/$100 Millions in Millions
mcq::m%o: 4 207 22,804 $100,000,000 $8,577 111,806 1,000 5,000 10,000 $85,766,400 $51,883,200 4.0 $19.000 No Set Amount
Camden 5 57 3,466 $30,842,500 $8,888 15,071 762 2,369 3,470 $30,842,470 $18,544,235 2.0 $7.600 No Set Amount
Omﬁw E_m< 6 159 13,171 $357,257,911 $27,124 16,065 299 1,097 1,976 $53,596,095 $32,157,657 1.0 $4.400 No Set Amoum
Gloucester 11 26 1,485 $20,911,849 $14,085 112,929 1,000 5,000 10,000 $140,850,000 $84,510,000 4.0 $10.400 No Set Amount
Frankiin 5 259 5,464 $33,027,000 $6,300 10,152 828 2,662 5613 $35,361,900 $22,732,650 1.0 $0.076 No Set Amount
Waoolwich 3 74 4,071 $45,600,000 $19,800 5,139 415 2,070 4,134 $81,853,200 $49,111,920 5.0 $0.280 Up to $0.280
Hunterdon 7 89 7,816 $72,011,230 $16,000 177,835 1,500 7.500 15,000 $240,000,000 $144,000,000 3.0 $7.060 $2.290
Alexandria 4 13 2,448 $22,000,000 $9,000 3,640 250 750 1,500 $13,500,000 $8,100,000 4.0 $0.3t4 No Set Amount
Delaware 2 15 1,272 $22,800,000 $18,000 23,707 500 2,500 5,000 $90,000,000 $54,000,000 6.0 $0.537 $0.537
East Amwell 1 14 1,364 $15,000,000 $11,000 13.523 136 682 1.364 $15,004,000 $9,002,400 4.0 $0.315 $0.350
Franklin 1 18 1,494 $21,800,000 $14,000 4,246 30 750 713 $9,982,000 $5,989,200 5.0 $0.275 $0.200
Holtand 4 28 1,928 $192,800,000 $10,000 11,335 250 1,250 2,500 $25,000,000 $15,000,000 2.0 $0.079 $0.079
Kingwood 1 34 2,476 $24,760,000 $10,000 12,645 227 1,136 2,476 $24,760,000 $14,856,000 3.0 $0.211 $0.106
Raritan 4 17 1,284 $27,400,000 $22,635 6,111 100 300 600 $13,580,700 $8,148,420 2.0 $0.646 No Set Amount
Readington 1 42 2,330 $44,270,000 $19,000 15,759 200 1,000 2,000 $38,000,000 $22,800,000 2.0 $0.570 $0.600
Tewksbury 3 3 409 $8,700,000 $23,687 4,557 409 300 1,000 $23,687,000 $14,212,200 50 $0.425 No Sel Amount
West Amwell 1 8 757 $9,088,440 $12,000 10,440 100 500 757 $9,084,001 $5,450,400 6.0 $0.315 No Set Amount
Mercer 7 34 3.004 $127.816,617 $42,560 17,725 100 500 1,000 $42,560,000 $25,536,000 3.0 $13.300 No Sel Amount
Hopewell 1 3 603 $18,100,000 $30,000 10,582 133 403 67 $2,010,000 $1,206,000 2.0 $0.900 No Set Amount
Middlesex 5 129 5,345 $199,865,590 $41,300 20,619 225 1,125 2,250 $92,925,000 $55,755,000 3.0 $30.000 No Set Amount
Monmouth 5 144 14,220 $453,808,000 $31,918 59,146 1,200 5,000 8,000 $255,343,440 $153,206,064 1.5 $17.900 No Sel Amount
Coils Neck 1 6 293 $14,000,000 $43,278 19,023 97 300 600 $25,966.800 $15.580.,080 2.5 $0.354 No Sel Amount
Holmdel 1 18 564 $26,117,148 $46,307 2,568 10 70 338 $15,651,766 $9,391,060 25 $1.145 No Set Amount
Howell 3 12 633 $10,900,000 $25,127 24,234 127 243 82 $2,060,376 $1,236,226 2.0 $1.396 $0.700
Manalapan 1 36 1,560 $31,100,000 $19,936 9,223 156 780 1,560 $31,100,160 $18,660,096 2.0 $1.200 No Sel Amount
Marlboro 3 17 588 $36,700,000 $62,500 19,690 45 312 588 $36,750,000 $22,050,000 2.0 $0.625 No Set Amount
Milistone 4 62 4,038 $121,140,000 $30,000 12,359 716 1,116 1,716 $51,480,000 $30,888,000 60 $0.830 No Set Amount
Upper Freehold 1 207 10,390 $207,800,000 $20,000 30,368 550 1,000 1,500 $30,000,000 $18,000,000 4.0 $0.328 No Set Amount
Morris 3 96 6,90t $203.800,332 $29,532 169,342 542 2,709 5418 $160,004.376 $96,002,626 3.0 $44.000 $11.000
Ocean 6 160 3,359 $78,000,730 $24,962 21,136 387 901 3402 $84,919,193 $50951,516 1.2 $10.000 No Set Amount
Passaic 1 5 116 $4,645,600 $40,000 6415 | 100 500 1,000 $40,000,000 $24,000,000 1.0 $5.200 . $0.780
Salem 3 173 6,949 $50,847,700 $7,317 80,125 2,600 13,000 26,000 $190,248,760 $118,524,380 20 $0.900 $0.900
Alloway 2 10 600 $3,800,000 $6.333 3.000 200 200 200 $1,266.600 $813,300 20 $0.040 $0.040
Pilesgrove 3 44 3,970 $62,314,000 $15,697 7,297 ° 179 827 1,506 $23,639,682 $14,183,809 3.0 $0.145 $0.145
Pilisgrove 2 89 3,180 $23,850,000 $7,500 7,093 435 1,997 3,814 $28.605,000 $17.735,100 30 $0 178 No Set Amount
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Schedule A

2003 COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT

APPLICATION SUMMARY

As of 12/09/10

County / Municipality # o\*:_umﬂwmﬂ # oﬂ“ww”mmm_ma .nmq_.ﬂmmﬁxﬂwmammm Estimated Total Cost Wmh“ WMW ?MW Mwwwmm MQMMMM >moMMMM quw\mmw% 10-Year Total Cost | 10-Year SADC Cost Dmﬂmwﬁma M“”M”_:M” qu:\.,_m.mumm_uﬁw“mw:o:
Acre Goal Goal Goal $0.0_/$100 Mitlions in Millions
Upper Pittsgrove 4 20 1,000 $7,500,000 $7.500 1,000 200 500 1,000 $7,500,000 $4.650,000 20 $0.070 $0.070
Somerset 13 440 18,333 $209,139,753 $11,407 87,695 1,000 5000 | 10,000 $114,074.600 $68,444,760 30 $18.340 No Set Amount
Bedminster 1 72 5,427 $162,810,000 $30,000 10,111 500 3,000 5,500 $165,000,000 $99,000,000 20 $0.522 No Set Amount
Bernards 1, 29 702 $55,300,000 $75,000 3,798 165 265 270 $20,250,000 $12,150,000 4.0 $3.030 No Set Amount
Branchburg 1 23 737 $40,500,000 $55,000 1,873 154 12 571 $31,405,000 $18,843,000 5.0 $1.500 No Set Amount
Frankli 2 25 1,100 $42,600,000 $31,254 17,422 130 650 1,100 $34,378,960 $20,627,376 5.0 $4.000 No Set Amount
Hillsborough 3 36 1,686 $33,761,000 $20,000 3.860 100 500 1,000 $20,000,000 $12,000,000 4.1 $1.480 $0.300
Montgomery 1 26 1,250 $37,550,000 $30,000 20,646 115 385 500 $15,000,000 $9,000,000 4.0 $1.700 No Set Amount
Sussex 10 202 14,050 $83,105,914 $6.110 176,195 2648 | 13240 | 26480 $161,793.065 $104,728532 20 $3.965 $3600
Warren 7 300 31,267 $167,470,562 $5,356 148,582 1,625 8,125 16,250 $87,035,163 $58,142,581 6.0 $7.800 $4.500
Frankiin 4 104 6,142 $50,207,180 $8.980 9,455 250 1,204 2,299 $20.645,020 $12,391,610 65 $0.270 No Set Amoun
Freylinghuysen 7 82 3,511 $22,821,500 $6,500 9,354 100 500 1,000 $6,500,000 $4,150,000 2.0 $0.055 $0.055
Greenwich 1 8 1,189 $23,800,000 $20,000 3,453 120 480 589 $11,780,000 $7,068,000 40 $0.230 No Set Amoun
Harmony 3 152 5,454 $43,632,000 $8,000 12,409 100 500 1,000 $8,000.000 $4,900,000 50 $0.247 $0.247
Hope 3 92 1,800 $29,682,000 $6,000 5,384 200 900 1,800 $10,800,000 $7.,020,000 50 $0.045 No Set Amount
Knowlton 2 61 3,460 $27,900,000 $8,053 13,355 100 500 1,000 $8,053,000 $4,926,500 2.0 $0.051 $0.102
Pohatcong 4 105 3,313 $33,100,000 $10.000 5,306 1,015 748 192 $1,920,000 $1,152.000 5.0 $0.155 $0.155
County Totals
15) 93 2,311 152,286 $2,159,525,288 1,220,686 14,988 71,066 140,246 $1,779,958,562  $1,086,386,551 $200
Municipal Totals 89 1,864 88,487  $1,635,230,268 384,117 9,342 31,202 57,449  $989,575,164  $597,025,347 $24.539

(37)

Note' In many cases County and Muni

al project arsas overlap. Also, idan

d larms may appear on both County and Municipal target larm lists

SAPLANNING\PIG Plannng\COMun Ap Summary xls




Schedule B

MUNICIPAL PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT
Final Approval Applications

(2008 Round)
December 2010

# of Targeted Estimated 1-Year 5-Year 10-Year Dedicated
Project Targeted | Farms Eslimaled Cost Acreage Acreage Acreage Tax Annual Tax Annual Tax for
Munigipality County Area Fairms | Acreage Total Cost per Acre Goal Goal Goal $0.0_/$100 Revenue Farm Preservation
Holmdel Monmouth Howell Project Area 18 564 -$26,117,148 346,307
Totat 1 18 564 $26,117,148 $46,307 10 70 338 25 $1,144,913 No Set Amount
Upper Freehold | Monmouth | _Upper Freehold Projecl Area 207 10,390 $207,800,000 $20,000
Totat 1 207 10,390 $207,800,000 $20,000 550 1,000 1,500 4.0 $328,000 No Set Amount
December 2010 MUN. PIG (2009 Round) FINAL APPROVAL
TOTALS
2 1 2 225 10,954 $233,917,148 560 1,070 1,838
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STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY2011R12(9)
FINAL APPROVAL
of

PEAPACK & GLADSTONE BOROUGH, SOMERSET COUNTY

PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT APPLICATION INCLUDING THE COMPREHENSIVE

FARMLAND PRESERVATION PLAN AND PROJECT AREA SUMMARIES
2010 FUNDING ROUND

December 9, 2010

WHEREAS, the State Agriculture Development Committee ("SADC") is authorized under the
Farmland Preservation Planning Incentive Grant Act, P.L. 1999, ¢.180 (N.J.S.A. 4:1C-43.1), to
provide a grant to eligible counties and municipalities for farmland preservation purposes based
on whether the identified project area provides an opportunity to preserve a significant area of
reasonably contiguous farmland that will promote the long term viability of agriculture as an
industry in the municipality or county; and

WHEREAS, to be eligible for a grant, a municipality shall:

1.

Identify project areas of multiple farms that are reasonably contiguous and located in an
agricultural development area (“ADA”) authorized pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and
Development Act, P.L. 1983, ¢.32 (C.4:1C-11 et seq.);

Establish an agricultural advisory committee composed of at least three, but not more than
five, residents with a majority of the members actively engaged in farming and owning a
portion of the land they farm;

Establish and maintain a dedicated source of funding for farmiand preservation pursuant to
P.L. 1997, ¢.24 (C.40:12-15.1 et seq.), or an alternative means of funding for farmland
preservation, such as, but not limited to, repeated annual appropriations or repeated issuance
of bonded indebtedness, which the SADC deems to be, in effect, a dedicated source of
funding; and

Prepare a farmland preservation plan element pursuant to paragraph (13) of section 19 of P.L.
1975, ¢.291 (C.40:55D-28) in consultation with the agricultural advisory committee; and

i



WHEREAS, the SADC adopted amended rules, effective J uly 2, 2007, under Subchapter 17A
(N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A) to implement the Farmland Preservation Planning Incentive Grant Act, P.L.
1999, ¢.180 (N.J.S.A. 4:1C-43.1) by establishing a municipal farmland preservation planning
incentive grant program; and

WHEREAS, a municipality applying for a grant to the SADC shall submit a copy of the municipal
comprehensive farmland preservation plan and a project area summary for each project area
designated within the plan, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.4, the SADC specified that a municipal comprehensive
farmland preservation plan shall, at a minimum, include the following components:

1.

2.

The adopted farmland preservation plan element of the municipal master plan;

A map and description of the municipality’s agricultural resource base including, at a
minimum, the proposed farmland preservation project areas;

A description of the land use planning context for the municipality’s farmland
preservation initiatives including identification and detailed map of the county’s adopted
Agricultural Development Area (ADA) within the municipality, consistency of the
municipality’s farmland preservation program with county and other farmland
preservation program initiatives and consistency with municipal, regional and State land
use planning and conservation efforts;

A description of the municipality’s past and future farmland preservation program
activities, including program goals and objectives, including a summary of available
municipal funding and approved funding policies in relation to the municipality’s one-,
five- and ten-year preservation projections;

A discussion of the actions the municipality has taken, or plans to take, to promote
agricultural economic development in order to sustain the agricultural industry;

Other farmland preservation techniques being utilized or considered by the municipality;

A description of the policies, guidelines or standards used by the municipality in
conducting its farmland preservation efforts, including any minimum eligibility criteria or
standards used by the municipality for solicitation and approval of farmland preservation
program applications in relation to SADC minimum eligibility criteria as described at
N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.20, adopted ranking criteria in relation to SADC ranking factors at
N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.16, and any other policies, guidelines or standards that affect application
evaluation or selection;

A description of municipal staff and/or consultants used to facilitate the preservation of
farms; and

Any other information as deemed appropriate by the municipality; and
2



WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.5, the SADC required the municipality to prepare a project
' area summary containing the following information for each project area:

1. An inventory showing the number of farms or properties, and their individual and aggregate
acreage, for targeted farms, farmland preservation applications with final approvals,
preserved farms, lands enrolled in an eight-year farmland preservation program and preserved
open space compatible with agriculture;

2. Aggregate size of the entire project area;
3. Density of the project area;
4. Soil productivity of the targeted farms;

5. An estimate of the cost of purchasing development easements on the targeted farms in the
designated project area;

6. A multi-year plan for the purchase of development easements on the targeted farms in the
project area, indicating the municipality’s and, if appropriate, any other funding partner’s
share of the estimated purchase price, including an account of the estimated percentage of
leveraged State funds and the time period of installment purchase agreements, where
appropriate; and

WHEREAS, on May 24, 2007, the SADC adopted Guidelines for Developing Municipal
Comprehensive Farmland Preservation Plans to supplement the new rules.at N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A
and provide uniform, detailed plan standards, update previous planning standards, and
incorporate recommendations from the 2006 edition of the Agricultural Smart Growth Plan for
New Jersey, the Planning Incentive Grant Statute (N.J.S.A. 4:1C-43.1) and the New Jersey
Department of Agriculture Guidelines for Plan Endorsement under the State Development and
Redevelopment Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Guidelines emphasize that these Municipal Comprehensive Farmland Preservation
Plans should be developed in consultation with the agricultural community including the
,  municipal Agricultural Advisory Committee, municipal Planning Board, CADB, county Planning
Board and the county Board of Agriculture, and where appropriate, in conjunction with
surrounding municipalities and the County Comprehensive Farmland Preservation Plan, with at
least two public meetings including a required public hearing prior to Planning Board adoption as
an element of the municipal master plan; and

WHEREAS, SADC staff have worked in partnership with municipal representatives to provide and
identify sources for the latest data with respect to agricultural statistics, water resources,
agricultural economic development, land use and resource conservation; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6(a), the SADC received 37 municipal planning incentive
grant applications by the December 17, 2007 deadline (since December 15, 2007 fell on a
Saturday), consisting of a copy of the municipality’s draft comprehensive farmland preservation
plan, annual application and all applicable project area summaries; and

k!l



WHEREAS, the 2009 Municipal Planning Incentive Grant round was the initial year of the program
administered under the SADC’s amended rules, effective July 2, 2007; and

WHEREAS, in addition to the 37 initial municipal planning incentive grant applications the SADC
received 5 municipal planning incentive grant applications for the 2010 Municipal Planning
Incentive Grant round, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6(a), by the December 15, 2008 deadline;
and

WHEREAS, in total these 42 municipal planning incentive grant applications identified 101 project
areas in 8 counties and targeted 2091 farms and 102,102 acres at an estimated total cost of
$1,550,000,000, with a ten-year preservation goal of 70,097 acres as summarized in the attached
Schedule A; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6(b)1 and N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.6(b)2, in order to Improve
municipal and county farmland preservation coordination, the municipality forwarded its
application to the county for review and provided evidence of county review and comment and, if
appropriate, the level of funding the county is willing to provide to assist in the purchase of
development easements on targeted farms; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.7, SADC staff reviewed and evaluated the municipalities’
applications to determine whether all the components of the comprehensive farmland
preservation plans are fully addressed and complete and whether the project area summaries are
complete and technically accurate, and that the application is designed to preserve a significant
area of reasonably contiguous farmland that will promote the long-term economic viability of
agriculture as an industry; and

WHEREAS, on May 28, 2009, the SADC granted conditional preliminary approval to all 3 municipal
planning incentive grant applications received for the 2010 Municipal Planning Incentive Grant
funding round; and

WHEREAS, the conditions of preliminary approval for Peapack & Gladstone BorouOh Somerset
County were as follows:

1. SADC determination that each designated project area is complete and technically accurate.

2. SADC receipt of evidence of the adoption of the Comprehensive Farmland Preservation Plan
by the municipal planning board after a properly noticed public hearing.

3. SADC receipt of an electronic and paper copy of the approved Comprehensive Farmland
Preservation Plan; and

WHEREAS, SADC staff have since determined that Peapack & Gladstone Borough has satisfied all
requirements of the conditional preliminary approval; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC grants final approval of the Peapack &
Gladstone Borough Planning Incentive Grant application submitted under the FY 10 program
funding round as summarized in the attached Schedule B:

4



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that funding eligibility shall be established pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-
17A.8(a), and SADC Resolution #FY09R5(22); and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC will monitor the municipality’s funding plan pursuant
to N.JLA.C. 2:76-17A.17 and adjust the eligibility of funds based on the municipality’s progress
in implementing the proposed funding plan. Each Planning Incentive Grant municipality should
expend its grant funds within three years of the date the funds are appropriated. To be
considered expended a closing must have been completed with the SADC. Any funds that are
not expended within three years are subject to reappropriation and may no longer be available to
the municipality; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC will continue to assist municipalities with planning for
agricultural retention, the promotion of natural resource conservation efforts, county and

municipal coordination, and agricultural economic development and in strengthening of Right to
Farm protections; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC’s approval is conditioned upon the Governor’s review
period pursuant to N.J.S.A 4:1C-4f.

‘A—éef, /[f; %“'\"w = 'fﬁ;:

Date Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) . YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

SAPLANNING\PIG Planning\Municipal PIG\2010 Municipal\Resolutions\Mun PI1G 2010 final approval ResolutionDec10.doc
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Schedule A 2010 COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT
APPLICATION SUMMARY

. . . 1-Year 5-Year 10-Year | Dedicated Annuai Tax Annuai Tax for
County / Municipality i o%”owmn_ # o*mwwhmﬂma £ a.ﬂfmaﬂm_wwam e Mm:ﬂﬂﬂ A_M”,mm_ Pmﬁm_m>mmm Acreage Acreage Acreage Tax Revenue in Farmland Preservalion
a S arms Acreage| Lostin 9 Goal Goal Goal | $0.0_/$100 Millions in Millions
mm_‘mmz 8 40 525 $67.227 10,887 30 150 300 1.0 $19.000 No Set Amount
m:lm:mwo: 4 204 22,408 $100.000 111,806 1,000 5,000 10,000 4.0 $20.000 No Set Amount
Camden 5 57 3,469 $30.843 15,071 762 2,369 3,470 2.0 $7.600 No Set Amount
Cape May 6 198 13,172 $357.258 16,065 299 1,097 1,976 | 1.0 $4.400 No Sel Amount
Cumberland 15 457 17,843 $106.647 56,138 1,050 5,250 10,500 1.0 $0.906 No Set Amount
Upper Deerfield 1 57 3,958 $17.838 9,233 396 1,979 3,958 0.0 $0.000 $0.000
Gloucester 11 32 1,736 $24.445 112,929 1,000 5,000 10,000 4.0 $11.000 No Set Amount
Eitk 2 30 1,005 $11.100 3,520 75 377 754 1.0 $0.038 $0.038
Frankiin 5 259 5,464 $33.027 10,152 828 2,662 5,613 1.0 $0.076 No Set Amount
Waoolwich 74 4,071 $81.846 5,139 415 2,070 4,134 5.0 $0.280 Up to $0.280
Hunterdon 130 11,275 $106.628 177,990 1,500 7,500 15,000 3.0 $7.060 $2.293
Alexandria 13 2,448 $22.000 3,640 250 750 1,500 4.0 $0.314 No Set Amount
Delaware 15 1,272 $22.800 23,707 500 2,500 5,000 6.0 $0.537 $0.537
East Amwell 1 14 1,364 $15.000 13,523 136 682 1,364 4.0 $0.315 $0.350
Frankiin 1 18 1,494 $21.800 4,246 30 750 1,494 5.0 $0.275 $0.200
Holland 4 28 1,928 $19.280 11,335 250 1,250 2,500 2.0 $0.079 $0.079
Kingwood 1 34 2,476 $24.760 12,645 227 1,238 2,476 3.0 $0.211 $0.106
Raritan 4 17 1,284 $27.363 6,111 100 300 600 2.0 $0.646 No Set Amount
Readington 1 42 2,330 $44.270 15,759 200 1,000 2,000 2.0 $0.570 $0.600
Tewksbury 3 3 409 $9.700 4,557 100 300 1,000 5.0 $0.425 No Set Amount
Union 3 21 701 $8.199 4,189 70 325 600 2.0 $0.137 No Set Amount
West Amweli 1 8 757 $9.100 10,440 100 500 757 6.0 $0.315 No Set Amount
Mercer 7 35 3,026 $128.787 17,725 100 500 1,000 3.0 $13.300 No Set Amount
Hopeweli 1 3 603 $18.100 10,582 133 536 603 2.0 $0.900 No Set Amount
Middlesex 5 131 5,371 $201.195 20,573 225 1,125 2,250 3.0 $31.000 No Set Amount
Monmouth 5 133 13,236 $438.957 59,146 1,200 5,000 8,000 1.5 $17.900 No Set Amount
Colts Neck 1 6 293 $14.000 19,023 97 300 600 2.5 $0.354 No Sel Amount
Holmdel 1 10 337 $15.600 2,568 10 70 338 2.5 $1.160 No Set Amount
Howeli 3 12 633 $10.900 24,234 127 370 453 2.0 $1.396 $0.700
Manalapan 1 36 1,560 $31.100 9,223 156 780 1,560 2.0 $1.200 No Set Amount
Martboro 3 17 588 $36.700 19,690 45 312 588 2.0 $0.625 No Sel Amount
Miiistone 4 62 4,038 $121.100 12,359 716 1,116 1,716 6.0 $0.830 No Set Amount
Upper Freehold 1 207 10,390 $207.800 27,358 550 1,550 3.050 4.0 $0.328 No Set Amount
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2010 COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANYT

Schedule A
APPLICATION SUMMARY

. . . 1-Year 5-Year 10-Year | Dedicated Annual Tax Annual Tax for
County / Municipality # o%”“mo_ # oﬁmwwhmw_mn _nmﬂﬂqmm_.wﬂwmﬂ o Mmo:mﬁﬂ.mn HMM ?MMM.%Wm Acreage Acreage Acreage Tax Revenue in Farmiand Preservation
g g Goal Goal Goal $0.0_/$100 Millions in Millions
Morris 3 96 " 6,901 $203.800 169,342 542 2,709 5,418 3.0 $44.000 $11.000
Ocean 7 155 3,529 $88.089 21,975 387 901 3,402 1.2 $10.000 No Set Amount
Passaic 1 . 5 1186 $4.646 6,415 100 500 1,000 1.0 $5.200 $0.780
Salem 3 173 6,949 $50.848 80,125 2,600 13,000 26,000 2.0 $0.900 $0.900
Alloway 2 10 600 $3.800 3,000 200 400 600 2.0 $0.040 $0.040
Pilesgrove 3 44 3,970 $62.314 7,297 179 827 1,506 3.0 $0.145 $0.145
Pittsgrove 2 89 3,180 $23.850 7,093 435 1,997 3,814 3.0 $0.178 No Set Amount
Upper Pittsgrove 4 20 1,000 $7.500 1,000 200 500 1,000 2.0 $0.070 $0.070
Somerset 12 419 15,780 $191.763 87,695 1,000 5,000 10,000 3.0 $18.340 No Set Amount
Bedminster 1 72 5,427 $162.800 10,111 500 3,000 5,500 20 $0.522 No Set Amount
Bernards 1 29 702 $55.300 3,798 165 265 270 4.0 $3.030 No Set Amount
Branchburg 1 23 737 $40.535 1,873 154 266 737 5.0 $1.500 No Set Amount
Franklin 2 25 1,100 $34.379 17,422 130 650 1,100 5.0 $4.000 No Set Amount
Hilisborough 3 36 1,686 $33.761 3,860 100 500 1 .ooo 4.1 $1.478 $0.300
Montgomery 1 26 . 1,250 $37.550 20,646 115 385 500 4.0 $1.700 No Set Amount
Peapack & Gladstone 2 7 $4.402 1,932 20 80 160 3.0 $0.248 $0.124
Sussex 10 1013 39,240 $231.146 176,195 2,648 13,240 26,480 2.0 $3.965 $3.600
Warren 7 295 27,887 $144.123 148,582 1,625 8,125 16,250 6.0 $7.800 $4.500
Franklin 4 104 6,142 $50.210 9,455 250 1,204 2,299 6.5 $0.270 No Set Amount
Freylinghuysen 7 82 3,511 $22.822 9,483 100 500 1,000 2.0 $0.055 $0.055
Greenwich 1 8 1,189 $23.800 3,453 120 480 589 4.0 $0.230 No Set Amount
Harmony 3 152 5,454 $43.682 12,409 100 500 1,000 5.0 $0.247 $0.247
Hope 3 92 4,847 $29.682 5,384 200 900 1,800 5.0 $0.045 No Set Amount
Knowiton 2 61 3,460 $27.900 13,355 100 500 1,000 20 $0.051 $0.102
Pohatcong 4 105 3,313 $33.100 5,306 1,015 1,763 1,955 5.0 $0.155 $0.155
White 4 12 4,661 $23.416 13,604 150 750 1,400 2.0 $0.126 $0.126
County Totals
Awd 116 3,573 192,463 $2,476.40 1,288,659 16,068 76,466 151,046 $222.37
Municipal Totals
Aﬂwv 101 2,083 101,893 $1,544.18 413,714 9,744 37,184 69,887 $25.10
Note: In many cases County and Municipal project areas overlap. Also, idenlilied larms may appear on botht County and Municipal larget lann fists.
Date: 12/03/10
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Schedule B

MUNICIPAL PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT

Final Approval Application

(2010 Round)
December 2010

# of Targeted Estimated 1-Year 5-Year 10-Year Dedicated
Project Targeted | Farms Estimated Cost Acreage Acreage Acreage Tax Annual Tax Annual Tax for
Municipality County Area Farms Acreage Total Cost per Acre Goal Goal Goal $0.0_/$100 Revenue Farm Preservation
Peapacl/Gladstone | Somerset Essex Hunt Club 2 57 $1,558,665 $27,345
Raritan Valley 5 104 $2,843,880 $27,345
Totat 2 7 161 $4,402,545 20 160 3.0 $247,959 $123,980
December 2010 MUN. PIG (2010 Round) FINAL APPROVAL TOTALS
1 1 2 7 161 4,402,545 20 80 160

SAPLANNING\PIG Planning\COMun Ap Summary.xis




STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION FY2011R12(10)
FINAL REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF A PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT TO

PITTSGROVE TOWNSHIP
for the
PURCHASE OF A DEVELOPMENT EASEMENT

On the Property of
Norman J. Lenchitz (“Landowner”)
Pittsgrove Township, Salem County

N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A. et seq.
SADC ID# 17-0090-PG

DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, on December 15, 2007, the State Agriculture Development Committee
(“SADC”) received a Planning Incentive Grant ("PIG") application from Pittsgrove
Township, which included the Lenchitz Farm, identified as Block 2003, Lot 16, Pittsgrove
Township, Salem County, totaling approximately 18 acres (“Property”) and as identified
on the attached map Schedule A; and

WHEREAS, the Lenchitz Farm has one existing single-family residence on the Property: and

WHEREAS, the Landowner has read and signed an acknowledgement stating they fully
understand the benefits of an exception area, however, have declined that ‘option; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.7, on May 28, 2009 the SADC granted final
approval of Pittsgrove Township’s PIG application; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9A(b) on February 2, 2010 it was determined that
the application for the sale of a development easement was complete and accurate and
satisfied the criteria contained in N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.9(a); and

WHEREAS, to date $750,000 of FY09 funding has been appropriated for the purchase of
development easements on the eligible list of farms identified in the Township’s
approved PIG Project Area and an additional $500,000 of FY11 funding is pending
appropriation; and

WHEREAS, to date Pittsgrove Township has not expended any of its SADC grant funds; and

WHEREAS, Pittsgrove Township has one other project pending against this balance pending
Green Light Approval (Schmidt) and three others have been granted SADC Final
Approval (Sadeghian, Camp and Sara/Goren) for a potential grant need of
approximately $587,208 leaving a balance of approximately $662,792 available for the
Lenchitz Farm and future applications, of which $500,000 is pending appropriation: and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.11, the SADC certified a value of $7,800 / acre |
based on the “current value” date of March 2010 for the development easement for the
Property on May 27, 2010; and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.13, the Pittsgrove Township Committee approved
the application and its funding commitment for 18.57% of the easement purchase on the
Lenchitz Farm on July 28, 2010, and the Salem County Agriculture Development Board
approved the application on October 27, 2010 and secured a commitment of funding for
18.57% of the easement purchase from the Salem County Board of Chosen Freeholders
for the required local match on November 17, 2010: and

WHEREAS, the estimated cost share break down is as follows:
Cost Share

SADC $79,200
Pittsgrove Twp. $23,400
Salem County $23.400

$126,000; and

WHEREAS, the County will pay its cost share directly to the landowner by way of an

installment purchase agreement (“IPA”) which is subject to the review and approval
of the SADC Executive Director; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.15, the County shall hold the development
easement since the County is providing funding for the preservation of the farm: and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.14, the SADC shalii approve a cost share grant
for the purchase of the development easement on an individual farm consistent with the
provisions of N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11; and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11, the SADC shall provide a cost share grant to the
Township for up to 50% of the eligible ancillary costs for the purchase of a development
easement which will be deducted from its PIG appropriation and subject to the
availability of funds;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC grants final approval to provide a cost
share grant to Pittsgrove Township for the purchase of a development easement on the
Lenchitz Farm by Salem County, comprising approximately 18 acres, at a State cost
share of $4,400 per acre for an estimated total of $79,200 (62.86% of certified market
value and purchase price) pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11 and the conditions contained
in Schedule B; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's cost share grant to the County for the
purchase of a development easement on the approved application shall be based on
the final surveyed acreage of the premises adjusted for proposed road rights-of-way,
other rights-of-way or easements as determined by the SADC, streams or water bodies
on the boundaries of the premises as identified in Policy P-3-B Supplement and for
residual dwelling site opportunities allocated pursuant to Policy P-19-A; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, if the Township and County agree to the SADC providing its

S:\Planning incentive Grant - 2007 rutes Municipah\Salem\Pittsgrove\Lenchitz\ResolutionFinalApprvi_2009.doc



Page 3 of 3

grant directly to Salem County, the SADC shall enter into a Grant Agreement with the
Township and County pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.18, 6.18(a) and 6.18(b); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's final approval is conditioned upon the
Governor's review pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4.

13-} %10 %‘méﬂ‘a‘:

Date [ ! Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
- Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser ' YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

S:\Planning Incentive Grant - 2007 rules Municipal\Salem\Pittsgrove\Lenchitz\ResolutionFinalApprvl_2009.doc
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State Agriculture Development Committee

SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

Lenchitz, Norman J.
17- 0090~PG
FY 2009 PIG EP - Municipal 2007 Rule

18 Acres
Block 2003 Lot 16 Pittsgrove Twp. Salem County
SOILS: Prime 71% * .15 = 10.63
Statewide 29% * L1 = 2.90
SOIL SCORE: 13.55
TILLABLE SOILS: Cropland Harvested %0¢% = .15 = 13.50
Other 5% * 0 = .00
Woodlands 5% * 0 = .00
TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 13.50
FARM USE: Field Crop Except Cash Grain

15 acres

In no instance shall the Committee's percent cost share for the purchase of the
development easement exceed 80% of the purchase price of the easement. This final
approval is subject to the following:

1. Available funding.
The allocation, not to exceed 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunities
on the Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.

Compliance with all applicable statutes,. rules and policies.
Other:

a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use:
non ag uses

b. Exceptions: No Exceptions Recorded
c. Additional Restrictions: No Additional Restrictions
d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions
e. Dwelling Units on Premises:
Standard Single Family
£.

Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing

6. The SADC's grant for the acquisition of the development easement is subject
to the terms of the Agriculture Retention and Development Act, N.J.S.A.
4:10-11 et seq., P.L. 1983, c¢.32, and N.J.A.C. 2:76-7.14,

7.

Review and approval by the SADC legal counsel for com

pliance with legal
regquirements.

adc_flp_final_review piga.rdf



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION FY2011R12(11)
FINAL REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF A PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT TO

UPPER FREEHOL.D TOWNSHIP
for the
PURCHASE OF A DEVELOPMENT EASEMENT

On the Property of
R.T.R New Home Building Contractors, Inc. (Calukovic)
Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County

N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A. et seq.
SADC ID# 13-0413-PG

DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, on December 15, 2007, the State Agriculture Development Committee
("SADC?") received a Planning Incentive Grant (“PIG") application from Upper Freehold
Township, which inciuded the R.T.R New Home Building Contractors, Inc. (‘R.T.R.
Builders”) Farm, identified as Block 55, Lot 20.03, Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth
County, totaling approximately 49 acres hereinafter referred to as “Property” and as
identified on the attached map Schedule A: and

WHEREAS, the R.T.R. Builders Farm includes one existing single-family residence: and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.7, on December 9, 2010 the SADC granted final
approval of Upper Freehold Township’s PIG application: and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(b) on May 13, 2009 it was determined that the
application for the sale of a development easement was complete and accurate and
satisfied the criteria contained in N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.9(a); and

WHEREAS, to date $750,000.00 has been appropriated for the purchase of development
easements on the eligible list of farms identified in the Township’s approved PIG Project
Area; and

WHEREAS, to date Upper Freehold Township has not expended any of its SADC grant
funds; and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.11, on December 10, 2009 the SADC certified a
value of $32,000 / acre based in zoning and environmental regulations in place as of
1/1/04 and $22,000 / acre based on the “current value” date of May 1, 2009 for the
development easement; and

WHEREAS, based on the estimated grant need for the property there is a $190,800 shortfall
in the SADC grant; and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.13, the Upper Freehold Township Committee
approved the application and its funding commitment for 16% of the easement purchase
(estimated $250,880) on the R.T.R. Builders Farm on January 7, 2010, and the
Monmouth County Agriculture Development Board approved the application on February
3, 2010 and secured a commitment of funding for 36% of the easement purchase
including the shortfall in SADC funding (estimated $567,120) from the Monmouth
County Board of Chosen Freeholders for the required local match on Jan uary 14, 2010;
and

WHEREAS, the estimated cost share break down is as follows:

Cost Share

SADC $750,000.00

Upper Freehold Twp. $250,880.00

Monmouth County $567.,120.00
$1,568,000.00 :and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.15, the County shall hold the development
easement since the County is providing funding for the preservation of the farm: and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17A.14, the SADC shall approve é cost shére grant
for the purchase of the development easement on an individual farm consistent with the
provisions of N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11: and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11, the SADC shali provide a cost share grant to the
Township for up to 50% of the eligible ancillary costs for the purchase of a development
easement which will be deducted from its PIG appropriation and subject to the
availability of funds;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC grants final approval to provide a cost
share grant to Upper Freehold Township for the purchase of a development easement
on the R.T.R. Builders Farm by Monmouth County, comprising approximately 49 acres,
at a State cost share of the entire Township’s Planning incentive Grant appropriation,
which is $750,000.00 (an estimated 48% of certified market value and purchase price)
pursuant fo N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11 and the conditions contained in Schedule B; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's cost share grant to the Township for the
purchase of a development easement on the approved application shall be based on
the final surveyed acreage of the premises adjusted for proposed road rights-of-way,
other rights-of-way or easements as determined by the SADC, streams or water bodies
on the boundaries of the premises as identified in Policy P-3-B Supplement and for
residual dwelling site opportunities allocated pursuant to Policy P-19-A; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, if the Township and County agree to the SADC providing its
grant directly to Monmouth County, the SADC shall enter into a Grant Agreement with
the Township and County pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.18, 6.18(a) and 6.18(b); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC shall notify the Township and the County of its
decision; and

S:\Planning Incentive Grant - 2007 rules Municipal\Monmouth\UpperFreehold\RTR Build Calukovic\ResolutionFinalApprv_2009.doc
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's final approval is conditioned upon the
Governor's review pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4.

f&jo {w %*mg'.-@

Date ! ! Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman - YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade ' YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

S:\Planning Iincentive Grant - 2007 rules Municipal\Monmouth\Upperfreehold\RTR Build Calukovic\ResolutionFinalApprvi_2008.doc
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Application within the (PA

FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM
NJ State Agriculture D evelopment Committee

Ratko Calukovic/RTR New Home Building Contractars, Inc.

Block 55 Lot 20.03 (46.48 ac)
Gross Total - 48.48ac

Upper Freehold Twp., Monmouth County
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Schedla (e 'R
State Agriculture Development Committee
SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

Calukovic, Ratko (RTR New Home Building Contractors, Inc.)
13- 0413-PG
FY 2009 PIG EP - Municipal 2007 Rule

48 Acres
Block 55 Lot 20.03 Upper Freehold Twp. Monmouth County
SOILS: Prime 99% * .15 = 14.85
Statewide 1% = .1 = .10
SOIL SCORE: 14.95
TILLABLE SOILS: Cropland Harvested 98% * .15 = 14.70
Other 2% * 0 = .00
TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 14.70
FARM USE: Field Crop Except Cash Grain acres cover crop rye in winter
Soybeans-Cash Grain 48 acres

In no instance shall the Committee's percent cost share for the purchase of the
development easement exceed 80% of the purchase price of the easement. This final
approval is subject to the following:

Available funding.
The allocation, not to exceed 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunities

on the Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.
Compliance with all applicable statutes, rules and policies.

Other:

a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use: No Nonagricultural Uses
b. Exceptions: No Exceptions Recorded

c. Additional Restrictions: No Additional Restrictions

d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions

e. Dwelling Units on Premises:

Standard Single Family

f. Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing

[e

The SADC's grant for the acquisition of the development easement is subject
to the terms of the Agriculture Retention and Development Act, N.J.S.A.
4:10-11 et seq., P.L. 1983, ¢.32, and N.J.A.C. 2:76-7.14.

Review and approval by the SADC legal counsel for compliance with legal
requlrements.
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final_review piga.rdf
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STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION FY2011R12(12)
FINAL REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF A PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT TO

CUMBERLAND COUNTY
for the
PURCHASE OF A DEVELOPMENT EASEMENT

On the Property of
Thomas S. Newton (“Owner”)
Greenwich Township, Cumberland County

N.J.A.C. 2:76-17 et seq.
SADC ID# 06-0077-PG

DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, on December 15, 2008, the State Agriculture Development Committee (“SADC”) received
a Planning Incentive Grant (“PIG™) plan application from Cumberland County, hereinafter
“County” pursuant to N.J.LA.C. 2:76-17.6; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.JLA.C. 2:76-17.7, the SADC granted preliminary approval of Cumberland
County’s PIG plan on May 28, 2009 and final approval of the plan on December 10, 2009; and

WHEREAS, on July 22, 2009 the SADC received an application for the sale of a development
easement from Cumberland County for the Newton Farm identified as Block 16, Lot 5 & 10.01
and Block 18, Lot 6.02, Greenwich Township, Cumberland County, totaling approximately 45
acres hereinafter referred to as “Property” and as identified on the attached map Schedule A; and

WHEREAS, the Property is located in Cumberland County’s Greenwich Project Area; and
WHEREAS, the Property includes one, existing single-family residence; and

WHEREAS, the Property has a rank score of 62.85 which exceeds 42, which is 70% of the County’s
average quality score as determined by the SADC on July 24, 2008; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(b) on October 21, 2009 it was determined that the
application for the sale of a development easement was complete and accurate and satisfied the
criteria contained in N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(a); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.LA.C. 2:76-17.11, on November 5, 2009 the SADC certified a development
casement value of $4,500 per acre based on zoning and environmental regulations in place as of
October 2008; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.12, Cumberland County accepted the Owner’s offer of
$4,500 per acre for the development easement for the Property; and

WHEREAS, on October 12, 2010 the County prioritized its farms and submitted its applications in
priority order to the SADC to conduct a final review of the application for the sale of a
development easement pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.14; and

WHEREAS, the County has requested to encumber an additional 3% buffer for possible final surveyed
acreage increases, therefore, 46.659 acres will be utilized to calculate the grant need; and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.8, on July 22, 2010 the SADC established FY11 funding
allocations to provide eligible counties with a base grant of $1,500,000 with the ability to obtain
an additional competitive grant not to exceed $3,000,000 to purchase development easements on
eligible farms, subject to available funds; and

WHEREAS, SADC FY11 funding (2009 Bond Referendum Funds) for use by Cumberland County
was approved by the SADC on July 22, 2010 and is subject to appropriation by the Legislature
and approval by the Governor; and

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Agriculture Development Board is requesting $144,642.90 from
its base grant, leaving a cumulative balance of $740,125.20 (Schedule B); and

WHEREAS, no competitive grant funding is needed for the SADC cost share grant on this Property,
therefore the entire estimated SADC grant need will be encumbered from the County’s base grant;
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76 17.14 the County is eligible to apply for an additional
$3,000,000 of competitive grant funding for a maximum FY 2011 grant of $4,500,000, subject to
the availability of funds for additional applications; and

WHEREAS, Cumberland County, in participation with the New Jersey Conservation Foundation
(NJCF), has applied to utilize USDA, NRCS, FY07 Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program
(FRPP) grant funding in the amount of $2,300 per acre to further leverage available County
funding for farmland preservation; and . '

WHEEAS, the Property has approximately 50% Prime soil and 5% soils of Statewide Importance; and

WHEREAS, the Owner agreed to the additional restrictions associated with the use of FRPP grant
funding, including a 1 acre impervious cover limit available for the construction of agricultural
infrastructure on the Property required for all farms under 50 acres utilizing FY07 FRPP funding;
and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the Property and the Owner qualify for FRPP grant funds; and

SO

WHEREAS, the County intends to use the FRPP grant to cover the local cost share ($1,400 per acre),
allocating any remaining FRPP funding towards the SADC PIG grant (an estimated $800 per
acre); and

Cost share breakdown prior to FRPP Grant:

Total

SADC $144,642.90 (§3,100/acre)
Cumberland County $ 65.322.60 ($1,400/acre)
Total Easement Purchase $209,965.50
Cost share breakdown after " $107,315.70 FRPP Grant is approved and applied:

Total FRPP § ‘New Cost Share
SADC $144,642.90 (s3,100/2cre) $41,993.10  $102.649.80  ($2.200/acre)
Cumberland County $ 65,322.60 ($1.400/acre) $65.322.60  $0 ($0/acre)
FRPP Grant _ $107.315.70  ($2.300/acre)

$209,965.50 $107,315.70  $209,965.50 $4,500/acre

S:\Planning incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberiand\Newton\FinalApprvl_FRPP doc
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WHEREAS, subject to NRCS approval of FRPP funding, the County and NJCF are required to
coordinate closely with SADC staff regarding needed appraisal updates and FRPP required
appraisal reviews and submissions to meet FRPP closing deadlines; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.13, on May 11, 2010 the Stow Creek Township Committee
approved the application without any cost share funding; and

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Agriculture Development Board approved the application on
February 24, 2010 and secured a commitment of funding for $1,400 per acre (30% of the
casement purchase) from the Cumberland County Board of Chosen Freeholders for the required
local match on April 22,2010 should the anticipated FRPP grant not cover its entire cost share on
the easement purchase; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.14, the SADC shall approve a cost share grant for the

purchase of the development easement on an individual farm consistent with the provisions of
NJ.A.C. 2:76-6.11;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC grants final approval to provide a cost share

grant to Cumberland County for the purchase of a development easement on the Newton Farm,

- comprising approximately 46.659 acres, at a State cost share of $3,100 per acre (68.89% of

certified market value and purchase price) pursuant to N.JLA.C. 2:76-6.11 and the conditions
contained in Schedule C; and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that to account for any potential increase in the final surveyed acreage,
a 3% acreage buffer has been applied to the funds encumbered from the County’s base grant,
which would allow for a maximum SADC cost share of $144,642.90; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC grand funds are conditioned on the appropriation of
funding by the legislature and approval by the Governor and the availability of those funds; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC will utilize any remaining FRPP grant funds (estimated
$800 per acre) to reduce the SADC’s grant taken from the County’s base grant for the Newton
Farm: and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if additional base grant funds are needed due to an increase in
acreage the grant may be adjusted so long as it does not impact any other applications’
encumbrance; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, any unused funds encumbered from either the base or competitive
grants at the time of final approval shall be returned to their respective sources (competitive or
base grant fund); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's cost share grant to the County for the purchase of a
development easement on the approved application shall be based on the final surveyed acreage
of the premises adjusted for proposed road. rights-of-way, other rights-of-way or easements as
determined by the SADC, streams or water bodies on the boundaries of the premises as identified

in Policy P-3-B Supplement and for residual dwelling site opportunities allocated pursuant to
Policy P-19-A; and

S:\Planning incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberland\Newton\FinalApprvl_FRPP.doc
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the SADC shall enter into a Grant Agreement with the County
pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.18, 6.18(a) and 6.18(b); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's final approval is conditioned upon the Governor's
review pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4.

Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) - YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

S:\Planning Incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberland\Newton\FinalApprvi_FRPP.doc
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FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM
NJ State Agriculture Development Committee

Thomas S. Newton

Block 16 Lots 5 (19.2 ac) & 10.01 (18.0 ac)
Block 18 Lot 6.02 (8.4 ac)

Gross Total = 45.5 ac

Greenwich Twp., Cumberiand County

250 125 0 250 500 Feet

The knsar foatures depictad on this map were derivad from the NJDEP's CD ROM series 1, valume 4, "Tidelands Clzims Maps”®.
Thesa knear features are nat an oficial NJDEP determinztion and should be used a3 2 generai reference. Only NJOEP, Bureau
of Tidelands Manrgamant can pesform an oficial detenmination of Tidel ipanian daavs.

DISCLAIMER: Any use of this product with respect to accuracy and precision shall be the sole responsibility of the user.
The configuration and geo-referenced location of parce! polygons in this data layer are approximate and were developed
primarily for planning purposes. The geodectic accuracy and precision of the GIS data contained in this file and

map shall not be, nor are intended to be, refied upon in matters requiring delineation and location of true ground
horzontal andfor vertical controls as would be obtained by an actual ground survey conducted by a licensed
Professional Land Surveyor

Property in Question
~ N - (Non-Severmble) Excoplion
~ ES - {Saveratie} Exceplion

Wetlands Boundaries

o] :uﬂkb:la w*z;gmmt

State Owned Corervation Exsement
Stats Curod OfS & focrestion Ensement
Federal Leod

Tidetands Boundariex

Wetlands Legend:

F - Freshwater Wetiands .
L - Linear Wetlands

M - Wetlands Modtied for Agncuiture
T - Tidal Wellands

Sources:

NJDEP Freshwater Wetlands Data

Green Acres Conservation Easement Data
NJOIT/OGIS 200772008 Digit#iAerial image

August 13, 2009
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Cumberland County

New Jersey Farmland Preservation Program
. Preservation Program
County Planning Incentive Grant - N.J.A.C. 2:76-17 et seq.

y2011 funding (09 bond fund)

SADC 1,500,000
Pius 3
App | Percent Certified SADC Grant Easement Total SADC Cost Base Grant
Encumbered at PV
Farm Municipality |Acres| Acres Per Acre Per Acre Consideration | Federal Grant | Federal Grant Share Final Encumbered { Expend Balance
. estimated
Shimp, Newton B. lil Stow Creek 102} 105.060 4,500.00 3,100.00 472,770.00 168,096.00 21,012.00 325,686.00 325,686.00 1,174,314.00
Kacewich, Norman & Lynette Stow Creek 17.37 17.891 8,000.00 4,900.00 143,128.00 70,669.45 15,207.35 87,665.90 87,665.90 1,086,648.10
Jones, Clifton & Dorothy Greenwich 70 72100 4,000.00 2,800.00 288,400.00 108,150.00 21,630.00 201,880.00 201,880.00 . 884,768.10
Newton, Thomas Greenwich 45.3 46.659 4,500.00 *3,100.00 209,965.50 107,315.70 41,993.10 144,642.90 144,642.90 740,125.20
Fox, Frank A. Upper Deerfield 58.9| 60667 5,100.00 3,450.00 209,301.15
Cruzan, Daniel & Diane Hopewell 92.8] 95584 6,300.00 4,050.00 387,115.20
Minch, Michael et al Hopewell 11 11.330 12,100.00 7,260.00 82,255.80 o
DelVecchio, Brian & Susan Lawrence 45.14 46.494 5,100.00 3,450.00 160,404.99
SF Systems Company(sheppard|Lawrence 43.2| 44.496 4,400.00 3,040.00 135,267.84
Dickinson, Everett et al Shiloh Boro 40 41.200 6,300.00 4,050.00 166,860.00
Coll #1, Kevin A, Stow Creek 44 45.320 4,900.00 3,340.00 151,368.80
Coll #2, Kevin A. Stow Creek 44 45.320 5,100.00 3,450.00 156,354.00
Garton #2, Jeffrey & Deborah _ |Upper Deerfield 38.48{ 39.634 7,500.00 4,650.00 184,299.96 N
Adamucci #1, Carmen Sr. Hopewell 125] 128.750 §,900.00 3,850.00 495,687.50
2,888,790.04 N
0.00

Cumberland Co/Riggins Stow Creek 76| 78.28 0.00 0.00
Adamucci #2, Carmen Hopewell 48] 49.440 0.00
Cumberland Co/Sheppard Anne |Greenwich 71 73.130 0.00 -
Co. County/Kates, Thomas Lawrence 25}  25.750 0.00 0.00
Cum.Co/Mooneyham Upper Deerfield 23|  23.690 0.00 0.00
Cum, Co./Sheppard Mark K. Stow Creek 71] 73130 0.00 -
Keung L.am Realty Lawrence 146] 150.380]: 0.00 0.00 -
Paladino, Vincent Deerfield Twp. 30{  30.900|: 0.00 0.00
Burton, Carolyn & Ewing,W. Stow Creek 70| 72100 0.00 _
Mazza, Frank & Lois Stow Creek 120| 123.600 0.00 0.00
Fox,Grace Elizabeth Upper Deerfield 24)  24.720| 0.00 0.00 _
Overstreet, Chiari Upper Deerfield 82] 84.460 0.00
Ruske, Roger, Margaret & Chis {Fairiield Twp. 205] 211.150 0.00 _ o
Rio, Nicholas, Sarilee, Jr. Upper Deerfield 55| 56.650 6,000.00 0.00 »

ger, Frank Hopewell 70| _72.100 . 0.00 _ . -
withdrawn B
Riley, Joseph & Judith Greenwich 70; 72100 0.00 N -
ICum. Co./Strosnider Hopewell 44| 45320 S
Total Pending 28 1949.986 0.00 o
Total Encumbered 759,874.80
Closed/Expended _ 0.00
Total j o R B o

C:AUsers\agsmiil. NJDA\Documenis\Book2
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State Agriculture Development Committee
SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

Ne&ton Farm
06- 0077-pG
FY 2010 County PIG Program

45 Acres
Block 16 Lot 5 Greenwich Twp. Cumberland County
Block 16 Lot 10.01 Greenwich Twp. Cumberland County
Bldck 18 Lot 6.02 Greenwich Twp. Cumberland County
SOILS: Other 42% * 0 = 00
Prime 50% = .15 = 7.50
Statewide 5% * .1 = .50
Unique zero 3% * 0 = .00
SOIL SCORE: 8.00
TILLARLE SOILS: Cropland Harvested 53% * .15 o= 7.85
Wetlands 47% * 0 = .00
TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 7.95
FARM USE: Ornament Nursery Products 24 acres

In no instance shall the Committee's percent cost share for the purchase of the

development easement exceed 80% of the purchase price of. the easement. This final
approval is subject to the following:

1. Available funding.

The allocation, not to exceed 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunities

on the Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.

3. Compliance with all applicable statutes, rules and policies.
5. Other:
a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use: No Nonagricultural Uses
b. Exceptions: No Exceptions Recorded
c. Additional Restrictions:

1. 1 acre (2%) due to size limit
pursuant to Federal Farm and Ranch Land Protection Program

d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions

M

Dwelling Units on Premises:
Standard Single Family

f. Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing

6. The SADC's grant for the acquisition of the development easement is subject
to the terms of the Agriculture Retention and Development Act, N.J.S.A.
4:10~11 et seqg., P.L. 1983, ¢.32, and N.J.A.C. 2:76-7.14.

7. Review and approval by the SADC legal counsel

for compliance with legal
requirements.

‘adc_flp final review piga.rds:



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION FY2011R12(13)
FINAL REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF A PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT TO

CUMBERLAND COUNTY
for the
PURCHASE OF A DEVELOPMENT EASEMENT

On the Property of
Clifton & Dorothy Jones (“Owner”)
Greenwich Township, Cumberland County

N.J.A.C. 2:76-17 et seq.
SADC ID# 06-0091-PG

DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, on December 15, 2008, the State Agriculture Development Committee (“SADC”) received
a Planning Incentive Grant (“PIG”) plan application from Cumberland County, hereinafter
“County” pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.6; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.7, the SADC granted preliminary approval of Cumberland
County’s PIG plan on May 28, 2009 and final approval of the plan on December 10, 2009; and

WHEREAS, on July 22, 2009 the SADC received an application for the sale of a development
easement from Cumberland County for the Jones Farm identified as Block 18, Lot 28, Greenwich
Township, Cumberland County, totaling approximately 70 acres hereinafter referred to as
“Property” and as identified on the attached map Schedule A; and

WHEREAS, the Property is located in Cumberland County’s Greenwich Project Area; and

WHEREAS, the Property includes one, 2-acre severable exception for the existing historic single-family
residence (national register); and

WHEREAS, the Property has no residential opportunity on the land to be preserved; and

WHEREAS, the Property has a rank score of 72.10 which exceeds 42, which is 70% of the County’s
average quality score as determined by the SADC on July 24, 2008; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(b) on March 2, 2010 it was determined that the application
for the sale of a development easement was complete and accurate and satisfied the criteria
contained in N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(a); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.LA.C. 2:76-17.11, on January 28, 2010 the SADC certified a development
easement value of $4.000 per acre based on zoning and environmental regulations in place as of
October 2008; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.12, Cumberland County accepted the Owner’s offer of
$4,000 per acre for the development easement for the Property; and

WHEREAS, on October 28, 2010 the County prioritized its farms and submitted its applications in
priority order to the SADC to conduct a final review of the application for the sale of a
development easement pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.14; and
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WHEREAS, the County has requested to encumber an additional 3% buffer for possible final surveyed
acreage increases, therefore, 72.10 acres will be utilized to calculate the grant need; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.8, on July 22, 2010 the SADC established FY11 funding
allocations to provide eligible counties with a base grant of $1,500,000 with the ability to obtain
an additional competitive grant not to exceed $3,000,000 to purchase development easements on
eligible farms, subject to available funds; and

WHEREAS, SADC FY11 funding (2009 Bond Referendum Funds) for use by Cumberland County
was approved by the SADC on July 22, 2010 and is subject to appropriation by the Legislature
and approval by the Governor; and

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Agriculture Development Board is requesting $201,880 from its
base grant, leaving a cumulative balance of $884,768.10 (Schedule B); and

WHEREAS, no competitive grant funding is needed for the SADC cost share grant on this Property,
therefore the entire estimated SADC grant need will be encumbered from the County’s base grant;
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.JLA.C. 2:76 17.14 the County is eligible to apply for an additional
$3,000,000 of competitive grant funding for a maximum FY 2011 grant of $4,500,000, subject to
the availability of funds for additional applications; and ' '

WHEREAS, Cumberland County, in participation with the New Jersey Conservation Foundation
(NJCF), has applied to utilize USDA, NRCS, FY07 Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program
(FRPP) grant funding in the amount of $1,500 per acre to further leverage available County
funding for farmland preservation; and

WHEEAS, the Property has approximately 81% Prime soils; and

WHEREAS, the Owner agreed to the additional restrictions associated with the use of FRPP grant
funding, including a 4% impervious cover restriction equal to approximately 2.8 acres of land
available for the construction of agricultural infrastructure on the Property; and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the Property and the Owner qualify for FRPP grant funds; and

WHEREAS, the County intends to use the FRPP grant to cover the local cost share ($1,200 per acre),
allocating any remaining FRPP funding towards the SADC PIG grant (an estimated $300 per
acre); and

Cost share breakdown prior to FRPP Grant:

Total
SADC $201,880 (52,800/acre)
Cumberland County § 86.520 ($1,200/acre)
Total Easement Purchase $288.400

Cost share breakdown after 7 $108,150 FRPP Grant is approved and applied:

Total FRPP § New Cost Share
SADC $201,880 (52.800/acre)  $21,630 $180,250 (52.500/acre)
Cumberland County $ 86.520 (s1.200/acre)  $86,520 $0 ($0/acre)
FRPP Grant $108.150 ($1.500/acre)
$288.,400 $108,150 $288,400 $4,000/acre

S:APlanning incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberland\Jones\FinalApprvi_FRPP.doc
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WHEREAS, subject to NRCS approval of FRPP funding, the County and NJCF are required to
coordinate closely with SADC staff regarding needed appraisal updates and FRPP required
appraisal reviews and submissions to meet FRPP closing deadlines; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.13, on May 11, 2010 the Stow Creek Township Committee
approved the application without any cost share funding; and

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Agriculture Development Board approved the application on
February 24, 2010 and secured a commitment of funding for $1,200 per acre (30% of the
easement purchase) from the Cumberland County Board of Chosen Freeholders for the required
local match on April 22, 2010 should the anticipated FRPP grant not cover its entire cost share on
the easement purchase; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.JLA.C. 2:76-17.14, the SADC shall approve a cost share grant for the
purchase of the development easement on an individual farm consistent with the provisions of
N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC grants final approval to provide a cost share
grant to Cumberland County for the purchase of a development easement on the Jones Farm,
comprising approximately 72.10 acres, at a State cost share of $2,800 per acre (70% of certified

market value and purchase price) pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11 and the conditions contained in
Schedule C; and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that to account for any potential increase in the final surveyed acreage,
a 3% acreage buffer has been applied to the funds encumbered from the County’s base grant,
which would allow for a maximum SADC cost share of $201,880; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC grant funds are conditioned on the appropriation of
funding by the legislature and approval by the Governor and the availability of those funds; and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC will utilize any remaining FRPP grant funds (estimated
$300 per acre) to reduce the SADC’s grant taken from the County’s base grant for the Jones
Farm; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if additional base grant funds are needed due to an increase in
acreage the grant may be adjusted so long as it does not impact any other applications’
encumbrance; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, any unused funds encumbered from either the base or competitive
grants at the time of final approval shall be returned to their respectlve sources (competitive or
base grant fund); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's cost share grant to the County for the purchase of a
development easement on the approved application shall be based on the final surveyed acreage
of the premises adjusted for proposed road rights-of-way, other rights-of-way or easements as
determined by the SADC, streams or water bodies on the boundaries of the premises as identified

in Policy P-3-B Supplement and for residual dwelling site opportunities allocated pursuant to
Policy P-19-A; and

S:\Planning Incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberland\Jones\FinalApprvi_FRPP.doc
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the SADC shall enter into a Grant Agreement with the County
pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.18, 6.18(a) and 6.18(b); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's final approval is conditioned upon the Governor's
review pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4.

o /ic; %.a-a.....‘ - —ﬁk:
Date! / Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

S:\Planning Incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberland\Jones\FinalApprvl FRPP .doc
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FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM
NJ State Agriculture Development Committee

Clifton and Dorothy Jones

Block 18 Lots P/O 28 (71.8 ac) & P/O 28-ES (severable exception - 2.0 ac)
Gross Total = 73.8 ac

Greenwich Twp., Cumberiand County

500 280 0 S00 1.000 Feet

TIOELANDS DISCLAIMER:

The ineat features depicted on this map were derived from tha NJDEP's CD ROM series 1, volume 4, "Tidelands Claims Maps™.
These mear festuras are nct an oficial NJDEP determination and ghouid only be used az a genami reference. Only NJDEP, Bureau
of Tidatands Management can perfonn an oftcial determination of Trdelends/Ripanan daims.

DISCLAIMER: Any use of this product with respect to accuracy and grecision shall be the sole responsibility of the user.
The configuration and geo-referenced location of parce! polygons in this data layer are approximate and were developed
primarily for planning purposes. The geodectic accuracy and precision of the GIS data contained in this file and

map shall not be, nor are intended to be, relied upon in matters requiring delineation and location of true ground
norizontal andfor vertical controls as would be obtained by an actual ground survey conducted by a licensed
Professional Land Surveyor

Property In Guestion
B o monsivennn Exception
RE  e5-meveaie) Excoption
Wetinds Boundaries

g - Municlpst and Non-Profit
22 Preserysd Opsn "

- State Owned Conservation Essement
Stats Dwned (V8 & Recreation Escement
Federal Lend
Tidelands Boundaries

Wetiands Legend:
«F - Frashwater Wetlands
L ~ Linear Wetiands
M - Wetlands Modified for Agnculture
T - Tidal Wetiands
N~ Non-Wetlands
B - 300" Buffer
W~ Water
Sources:
NJDEP Freshwater Wetlands Data
Green Acres Conservation Easement Data
NJOIT/OGIS 200772008 DigitalAerial image
September 14. 2008
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Sene cuia
State Agriculture Development Committee
SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

Jones Property
06- 0091-PG
FY 2010 County PIG Program

70 Acres
Block 18 Lot 28 Greenwich Twp. Cumberland County
SOILS: Prime 8l% * 215 = 12.15
Unique zero 19% * 0 = .00
SOIL SCORE: 12.15
TILLABLE SOILS: Cropland Harvested 63% * .15 = 9.45
Other 1% * 0 = .00
Woodlands 36% * 0 = .00
TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 9.45
FARM USE: Soybeans-Cash Grain 45 acres

In no instance shall the Committee's percent cost share for the purchase of the

development easement exceed 80% of the purchase price of the easement. This final

approval is subject to the following:
1. Available funding.

2. The allocation, not to exceed 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunities

on the Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.

3. Compliance with all applicable statutes, rules and policies.
5. Other:
a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use: No Nonagricultural Uses
b. Exceptions:
1st two (2) acres for exclude existing dwelling
Exception is severable
Exception is to be restricted to one single
family residential unit(s)
C. Additional Restrictions:
1. 4% impervious cover max (approx 2.8 acres) pursuant to Federal Farm
and Ranch Land Protection Program
d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions
e. Dwelling Units on Premises:
No Structures On Premise
f. Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing
6. The SADC's grant for the acquisition of the development easement is subject
to the terms of the Agriculture Retention and Development Act, N.J.S.A.
4:10~11 et seqg., P.L. 1983, ¢.32, and N.J.A.C. 2:76-7.14.
7. Review and approval by the SADC legal counsel for compliance with legal

requirements.

adc_flp final_ review_piga.rdf



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION FY2011R12(14)
FINAL REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF A PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT TO

CUMBERLAND COUNTY
for the
PURCHASE OF A DEVELOPMENT EASEMENT

On the Property of
Norman & Lynette Kacewich (“Owner”)
Stow Creek Township, Cumberland County

N.J.A.C. 2:76-17 et seq.
SADC ID# 06-0078-PG

DECEMBER 9, 2010

WHEREAS, on December 15, 2008, the State Agriculture Development Committee (“SADC”) received
a Planning Incentive Grant (“PIG”) plan application from Cumberland County, hereinafter
“County” pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.6; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.LA.C. 2:76-17.7, the SADC granted preliminary approval of Cumberland
_County’s PIG plan on May 28, 2009 and final approval of the plan on December 10, 2009; and

WHEREAS, on July 22, 2009 the SADC received an application for the sale of a development
easement from Cumberland County for the Kacewich Farm identified as Block 25, Lot 12, and
Block 26, Lot 11.03, Stow Creek Township, Cumberland County, totaling approximately 17.37
acres hereinafter referred to as “Property” and as identified on the attached map Schedule A; and

WHEREAS, the Property is located in Cumberland County’s Stow Creek Project Area; and
WHEREAS, the Property includes one (1) existing single-family residence; and

WHEREAS, the Property has a rank score of 53.67 which exceeds 42, which is 70% of the County’s
average quality score as determined by the SADC on July 24, 2008; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(b) on October 21, 2009 it was determined that the
application for the sale of a development easement was complete and accurate and satisfied the
criteria contained in N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(a); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.LA.C. 2:76-17.11, on January 28, 2010 the SADC certified a development
easement value of $8,000 per acre based on zoning and environmental regulations in place as of
October 2008; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.12, Cumberland County accepted the Owner’s offer of
$8,000 per acre for the development easement for the Property; and

WHEREAS, on October 15, 2010 the County prioritized its farms and submitted its applications in
priority order to the SADC to conduct a final review of the application for the sale of a
development easement pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.14; and

WHEREAS., the County has requested to encumber an additional 3% buffer for possible final surveyed
acreage increases, therefore, 17.891 acres will be utilized to calculate the grant need; and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.8, on July 22, 2010 the SADC established FY11 funding
allocations to provide eligible counties with a base grant of $1,500,000 with the ability to obtain
an additional competitive grant not to exceed $3,000,000 to purchase development easements on
eligible farms, subject to available funds; and

WHEREAS, SADC FY11 funding (2009 Bond Referendum Funds) for use by Cumberland County was
approved by the SADC on July 22, 2010 and is subject to appropriation by the Legislature and
approval by the Governor; and

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Agriculture Development Board is requesting $87,665.90 from its
base grant, leaving a cumulative balance of $1,086,648.10 (Schedule B); and

WHEREAS, no competitive grant funding is needed for the SADC cost share grant on this Property,
therefore the entire estimated SADC grant need will be encumbered from the County’s base grant;
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.JLA.C. 2:76 17.14 the County is eligible to apply for an additional
$3,000,000 of competitive grant funding for a maximum FY 2011 grant of $4,500,000, subject to
the availability of funds for additional applications; and

WHEREAS, Cumberland County, in participation with the New Jersey Conservation Foundation
(NJCF), has applied to utilize USDA, NRCS, FY07 Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program
(FRPP) grant funding in the amount of $3,950 per acre to further leverage available County
funding for farmland preservation; and .

WHEEAS, the Property has approximately 28% Prime and 46% Statewide Important soils; and

WHEREAS, the Owner agreed to the additional restrictions associated with the use of FRPP grant
funding, including a 1 acre impervious cover limit available for the construction of agricultural
infrastructure on the Property required for all farms under 50 acres utilizing Fy07 FRPP funding;
and :

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the Property and the Owner qualify for FRPP grant funds; and

WHEREAS, the County intends to use the FRPP grant to cover the local cost share ($3,100 per acre),
allocating any remaining FRPP funding towards the SADC PIG grant (an estimated $850 per
acre); and

Cost share breakdown prior to FRPP Grant:

Total
SADC $87,665.90  ($4.,900/acre)
Cumberland County $55.462.10  ($3,100/acre)
Total Easement Purchase $143,128.00

Cost share breakdown after *" $70,669.45 FRPP Grant is approved and applied:

Total FRPP § New Cost Share
SADC $87.665.90 (s4.900/acre) $15,207.35  $72.458.55  ($4,050/acre)
Cumberland County $55.462.10 $3.100/2cre)  $55,462.10  $0 ($0/acre)
FRPP Grant $70.669.45  (s3.950/acte)
$143,128 $70,669.45  $143,128 $8,000/acre

S:APlanning Incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberland\Kacewich\FinalApprvi_FRPP.doc



Page 3 of 4

WHEREAS, subject to NRCS approval of FRPP funding, the County and NJCF are required to
coordinate closely with SADC staff regarding needed appraisal updates and FRPP required
appraisal reviews and submissions to meet FRPP closing deadlines; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C.2:76-17.13, on May 11,2010 the Stow Creek Township Committee
approved the application without any cost share funding; and

WHEREAS, the Cumberland County Agriculture Development Board approved the application on
February 24, 2010 and secured a commitment of funding for $3,100 per acre (38% of the
casement purchase) from the Cumberland County Board of Chosen Freeholders for the required
local match on April 27, 2010 should the anticipated FRPP grant not cover its entire cost share on
the easement purchase; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.JLA.C. 2:76-17.14, the SADC shall approve a cost share grant for the
purchase of the development easement on an individual farm consistent with the provisions of
NJA.C. 2:76-6.11;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC grants final approval to provide a cost share
grant to Cumberland County for the purchase of a development easement on the Kacewich Farm,
comprising approximately 17.891 acres, at a State cost share of $4,900 per acre (62% of certified
market value and purchase price) pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11 and the conditions contained in
Schedule C; and '

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that to account for any potential increase in the final surveyed acreage,
a 3% acreage buffer has been applied to the funds encumbered from the County’s base grant,
which would allow for a maximum SADC cost share of $87,665.90; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC grant funds are conditioned on the appropriation of
funding by the legislature and approval by the Governor and the availability of those funds; and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC will utilize any remaining FRPP grant funds (estimated
$200 per acre) to reduce the SADC’s grant taken from the County’s base grant for the Kacewich
Farm; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if additional base grant funds are needed due to an increase in
acreage the grant may be adjusted so long as it does not impact any other applications’
encumbrance; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, any unused funds encumbered from either the base or competitive
grants at the time of final approval shall be returned to their respective sources (competitive or
base grant fund); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's cost share grant to the County for the purchase of a
development easement on the approved application shall be based on the final surveyed acreage
of the premises adjusted for proposed road rights-of-way, other rights-of-way or easements as
determined by the SADC, streams or water bodies on the boundaries of the premises as identified

in Policy P-3-B Supplement and for residual dwelling site opportunities allocated pursuant to
Policy P-19-A; and

8:\Planning Incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberland\Kacewich\FinalApprvl_FRPP.doc
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the SADC shall enter into a Grant Agreement with the County
pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.18, 6.18(a) and 6.1 8(b); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's final approval is conditioned upon the Governor's
review pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4.

/ g‘i;[’fﬁ” / e, %a—a—“ = '@h

Datd / Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson _ YES -
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R, Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman : YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

S:\Planning Incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Cumberland\Kacewich\FinalApprvl_FRPP.doc
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| Application within both the (PA4) Rural

and the (PAS5) Env. Sensitive Areas

FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM
NJ State Agriculture Development Committee

Norman and Lynette Kacewich

Block 25 Lot 12 (0.1 ac)

Block 26 Lots 11 (9.1 ac) & 11.03 (8.2 ac)
Gross Total = 17 4 ac

Stow Creek Twp., Cumberland County

250 125 0

250

500 Feet

TIDELANDS DISCLAIMER:

The iinear foaturas depictad on this map were dervad from the NJDEP's CD ROM saries 1, volume 4, “Tidolands Clams Maps©.

These tnear fastures ate not an oficial NJDEP determination nngguould only be q:eddn_s peneral referonce. Only NJDEP, Bureau
i3l

of Tidetands Mansgement can perform an officia) ol TS,

DISCLAIMER: Any use of this product with respect to accuracy and precision shall be the sole responsibility of the user.
The configuration and geo-referenced location of parcel polygons in this data layer are approximate and were developed
primarily for planning purposes. The geodectic accuracy.and precision of the GIS data contained in this file and

map shall not be, not are intended to be, relied upon in matters requiring delineation and iocation of true ground
horzontal and/or vertical controls as would be obtained by an actual ground survey conducted by a licensed
Professional Land Surveyor

Property In Question

- (Non-Severable) Excaption
B3 - {Severabie) Exception
Wetiwnds Boundaries

W Gron and Non.Profit

Stats Owaied Conservation Easement

- Btate Owaved (VS & Recreatton Esesisent
Federsl Loand

Tidetands Boundardes

Wetlands Legend:

£~ Freshwater Wetlands

L.« Linear Wetlands

M - Wetlands Modified for Agnculture
T - Tidal Wetiands

N - Non-Wetlands

8- 300° Buffer

W - Water

Saurces:

NJDEP Freshwater Wetlands Data

Green Acres Conservation Easement Data
NJOIT/OGLS 2007/2008 DigitalAerial Image

August 13, 2009
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Cumberland County

New Jersey Farmiand Preservation Program
Preservation Program
County Planning Incentive Grant - N.J.A.C. 2:76-17 et seq.

fy2011 lunding (09 bond fund)

SADC 1,500,000
Plus 3
App | Percent Certified SADC Grant Easement Total SADC Cost Base Grant
Encumbered at PV
Farm Municipality [Acres] Acres Per Acre Per Acre Consideration | Federal Grant | Federal Grant Share Finat Encumbered | Expend Balance
estimated o

Shimp, Newton B. Il Stow Creek 102! 105.060 4,500.00 3,100.00 472,770.00 168,096.00 21,012.00 325,686.00 325,686.00 1,174,314.00
Kacewich, Norman & Lynette  |Stow Creek 17.37] _17.891 8,000.00 4,900.00 143,128.00 70,669.45 15,207.35 87,665.90 87,665.90 1,086,648.10
Jones, Clifion & Dorothy Greenwich 70! 72.100 4,000.00 2,800.00 288,400.00 108,150.00 21,630.00f  201,880.00 201,880.00 884,768.10
Newton, Thomas Greenwich 45.3 46.659 4,500.00 3,100.00 209,965.50 107,315.70 41,893.10 144,642.90 144,642.90 740,125.20
Fox, Frank A. Upper Deerfield 58.8 60.667 5,100.00 3,450.00 209,301.15
Cruzan, Daniel & Diane Hopewell 92.8 95.584 6,300.00 4,050.00 387,115.20
Minch, Michael et al Hopewell 11 11.330 12,100.00 -7,260.00 82,255.80
DelVecchio, Brian & Susan Lawrence 45.14| 46.494 5,100.00 3,450.00 160,404.99 _
SF Systems Company(sheppard|Lawrence 43.2] 44.496 4,400.00 3,040.00 135,267.84
Dickinson, Everett et al Shiloh Boro 40 41.200 6,300.00 4,050.00 166,860.00
Coll #1, Kevin A. Stow Creek 44 45.320 4,900.00 3,340.00 151,368.80
Coll #2, Kevin A. Stow Creek 44|  45.320 5,100.00 3,450.00 156,354.00
Garton #2, Jeffrey & Deborah  [Upper Deerfield 38.48] 39.634 7,500.00 4,650.00 184,299.96
Adamucci #1, Carmen Sr. Hopewell 125] 128.750 5,800.00 3,850.00 495,687.50

2,888,790.04

0.00

Cumberland Co/Riggins Stow Creek 76 78.28 0.00 0.00
Adamucci #2, Carmen Hopewell 48| 49.440 0.00
Cumberland Co/Sheppard Anne |Greenwich 71| 73.130 0.00
Co. County/Kates, Thomas Lawrence 25| 25750 0.00 0.00
Cum.Co/Mooneyham Upper Deerfield 23] 23.690 0.00 0.00
Cum. Co./Sheppard Mark K. Stow Creek 71 73.130 0.00
Keung Lam Realty Lawrence 146] 150.380|- 0.00 0.00 B
Paladino, Vincent Deerfield Twp. 30| 30.900(: 0.00 0.00
Burton, Carolyn & Ewing,W. Stow Creek 70{ 72100 0.00
Mazza, Frank & Lois Stow Creek 120[ 123.600f - -~ v . 0.00 0.00
Fox,Grace Elizabeth Upper Deerfield 24] 24.720{. = 7,200,00 0.00 0.00
Overstreet, Chiari Upper Deedield 82| 84.460 17,900.00 0.00
Ruske, Roger, Margaret & Chris [Fairfield Twp. 205] 211.150 o 0.00
Rio, Nicholas, Sarilee, Jr. Upper Deertield 55 56.650 6,000.00 0.00
Baitinger, Frank Hopewell 70|__72.100 0.00 . . ~
withdrawn
Riley, Joseph & Judith Greenwich 70| 72.100 0.00 T
Cum. Co./Strosnider Hopewell 44| 45320 T
Total Pending 28 1949.986 0.00
Total Encumbered B 759.874 80
Closed/Expended 0.00
T - S [EUR S - - - S PR e ST,

NJDA\Documenlis\Book2

November 4, 2011
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State Agriculture Development Committee
SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

Kacewich Farm
06- 0078-PG
FY 2010 County PIG Program

17 Acres
Block 25 Lot 12 Stow Creek Twp. Cumberland County
Block 26 Lot 11 Stow Creek Twp. Cumberland County
Block 26 Lot 11.03 Stow Creek Twp. Cunberland County
SOTILS: " Other 218 ¢ g _ 00
Prime 28% = .15 = 4.20
Statewide 46% * .1 = 4.60
Unigue zero 2% * 0 = .00
SOIL SCORE: 8.80
TILLABLE SOILS: Cropland Harvested 61% * .15 = 9.15
Other 6% * 0 = .00
Wetlands 27% = 0 = .00
Woodlands 6% * 0 = .00
TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 9.15
FARM USE: Hay ) 12 acres
Ornament Nursery Products 1 acres
Horse & Other Eguine 2 acres
Chicken Eggs 1l acres

In no instance shall the Committee's percent cost share for the purchase of the
development easement exceed 80% of the purchase price of the easement. This final
approval is subject to the following:

1. Available funding.

2. The allocation, not to exceed 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunities
on the Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.
Compliance with all applicable statutes, rules and policies.

Other:
a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use: No Nonagricultural Uses
b. Exceptions: No Exceptions Recorded
c. Additional Restrictions:
1. 1 acre (2%) due to size limit
pursuant to Federal Farm and Ranch Land Protection Program
d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions
e. Dwelling Units on Premises:
Standard Single Family
f. Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing

6. The SADC's grant for the acquisition of the development easement is subject
to the terms of the Agriculture Retention and Development Act, N.J.S.A.
4:10-11 et seq., P.L. 1983, ¢.32, and N.J.A.C. 2:76-7.14.

7. Review and approval by the SADC legal counsel for compliance with legal

requirements.

‘adc_flp final_review piga.rdf



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION FY2011R12(15)
FINAL REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF A PLANNING INCENTIVE GRANT TO

MIDDLESEX COUNTY
for the
PURCHASE OF A DEVELOPMENT EASEMENT

On the Property of
Robert and Karen Balz
Balz Farm
Monroe Township, Middiesex County

N.J.A.C. 2:76-17 et seq.
SADC ID# 12-0012-PG
December 9, 2010

WHEREAS, on December 17, 2007, the State Agricuiture Development Committee (“SADC”) received
a Planning incentive Grant (“PIG") apphcatlon from Middiesex County, hereinafter “County”
pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.6; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.7, the SADC granted final approvai of the FY2010 pian on
November 5, 2009; and

WHEREAS, on 4/29/09 the SADC received an application for the sale of a development easement
from Middlesex County for the Baiz Farm hereinafter referred to as “Owner” identified as Block
83, Lot 6.09, Monroe Township, Middiesex County, totaling approximately 14.1 net acres
hereinafter referred to as “Property” and as identified on the attached map (Scheduie A); and

WHEREAS, the Property is located in Middiesex County's Northwestern Project area; and

WHEREAS, the Property has zero (0) existing single family residences, zero (0) residences used for
agricultural iabor, and no pre-existing non-agricuitural uses; and

WHEREAS, the Property has one, 0.61 acre severabie exception around a building used for machinery
repair and general storage; and

WHEREAS, the Property has a rank score of 50.07 which exceeds 70% of the County’s average quality
score of 39, as determined by the SADC on July 24, 2008; and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(b) on 9/4/09 it was determined that the appiication for the
sale of a development easement was compiete and accurate and satisfied the criteria contained
in N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.9(a); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.11, on April 23, 2010 the SADC certified a development
easement value of $45,000 per acre based on 1/1/04 zoning and environmental regulations and
current zoning and environmental regulations as of the 4/22/09 valuation date; and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.12, the landowner offered to seli the deveiopment easement
to the County for $45,000 per acre and the County has agreed to purchase the development
easement for this amount; and
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WHEREAS, on October 20, 2010 the County prioritized its farms and submitted its applications in
priority order to the SADC to conduct a final review of the application for the sale of a
development easement pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.14; and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.8, and Resolution # FYO8R9(33), adopted on July 26, 2007,
the SADC authorized a FY09 funding allocation to provide eligible counties with a base grant of
$2,000,000 with the ability to obtain an additional competitive grant not to exceed $3,000,000 to
purchase development easements on eligible farms, subject to available funds: and

WHEREAS, the Middlesex County Agriculture Development Board is requesting $380,700 from its
base grant, leaving a cumulative balance of $262,081.40 (Schedule B); and

WHEREAS, no competitive grant funding is needed for the SADC cost share grant on this Property,
therefore the entire estimated SADC grant need will be encumbered from the County’s base
grant; and

WHEREAS, pursuantto N.J.A.C. 2:76 17.14 the County is eligible to apply for an additional $3,000,000
of competitive grant funding for a maximum FY 2009 grant of $5,000,000, subject to the
availability of funds for additional applications; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-17.13, Monroe Township approved the application on 7/7/10
and a cost share in the amount of $9,000 per acre, and the County Agriculture Development
Board approved the application on 9/8/10 and the County Board of Chosen Freeholders approved
the application on 10/7/10 with a commitment of providing the $9,000 per acre needed to cover
the local cost share; '

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC, pursuant to N.J.A.C,2:76-17.14, grants final
approval to provide a cost share grant to Middiesex County for the purchase of a development
easement on the Balz Farm, comprising approximately 14.1 acres, at a State cost share of
$27,000 per acre (60.00% of certified market vaiue) for a total grant need of approximately
$380,700 pursuant to N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.11 and the conditions contained in Schedule C; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if additional base grant funds are needed due to an increase in

acreage the grant may be adjusted so long as it does not impact any other applications’
encumbrance; and '

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, any unused funds including the 3% buffer, if utilized, encumbered from
either the base or competitive grants at the time of final approval shall be returned to their
respective sources (competitive or base grant fund) after closing on the easement purchase: and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's cost share grant to the County for the purchase of a
development easement on the approved application shall be based on the final surveyed
acreage of the premises adjusted for proposed road rights-of-way, other rights-of-way or
easements as determined by the SADC, streams or water bodies on the boundaries of the
premises as identified in Policy P-3-B Supplement and for residual dwelling site opportunities
allocated pursuant to Policy P-19-A; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the SADC shall enter into a Grant Agreement with County pursuant to
N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.18, 6.18(a) and 6.18(b); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC's final approval is conditioned upon the Governor’s
review pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4.

S:\Planning Incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Middiesex\Balz, Robert\resalfinaapp.doc
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Daté / Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser RECUSE
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

S:\Planning incentive Grant -2007 rules County\Middlesex\Baiz, Robert\resoifinaapp.doc



Application within both the (PA2)
uburban and the Park Planning Areas
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FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM  PropedyinGunsten

NJ State Agricuiture Development Committee B o1 Mo Severstio Exception
~ ‘BS - tSeverable} Excsption

Robert and Karen Balz
Block 83 Lots P/O 6.09 (14.1 ac) & P/O 6.09-ES (severable exception - 0.6 ac)
Gross Total = 14.7 ac

e it
Wmmm

State Ownnd Conservation Eaxement
Stats Owndt OfS & Recreation Exzsenent

Monroe Twp., Middlesex County Pttt
prosoen,
250 125 0 250 500 Feet L Linear Wettands -

N~ Non-Wetiands

M - Wetlands Modified for Agricutture
T - Tidal Wetlands

B - 300° Buffer

W- Water
DISCLAIMER: Any use of this product with respect to accuracy and grecis&on shaii be the sole responsibility of the user. Sources:
The configuration and geo-referenced location of parcei polygons in this data Ia{er are approximate and were developed NJDEP Freshwater Wetlands Data
primarily for pianning purposes. The geodectic accuracy and precision of the GIS data contained in this fite and Acres Conservation Easement Data

map shall not be, nor are intended to be, reiied upon in matters requiring deiineation and tocation of true ground NJOITIOGIS 200712008 DigitziAerial image
horizontal and/or verticai controis as wouid be obtained by an actual ground survey conducted by a ticensed
Professional Land Suiveyor May 6. 2008



Middlesex County

New Jersey Farmland Preservation Program

Preservation Program

Schedole B

Caunty Plannina Incentive Grant - N.LA.C. 2:76-17 el seq
SADC SADC 2,000,000 3,000,000 Balance
App Negotiated subjectto
No Butfer| Certified {& Approved|SADC Grant| Grant% | Easement Cost Base Grant Competitive Grant Cap Cum availability
Encumbered PV Encumbered
Farm Muni i Acres Per Acre Per Acre Per Acre | Per Acre |Consideration| Share at Final Encumbered] Balance at Final Balance Total Encumbered | & approval
_5,000,000.00f 1,737,918.60| 3,262,081.40
Toscano, Sallie Cranbury 42.000] 30,000.00 30.000.00; 18,000.00] 60.00%( 1,297,800.00| 778,680.00] 778,680.00 1,221,320.00 .
f.um, Kin F. & Shao Ling Cranbury 49.271| _ 19,000 00, 19,000.00 11,400.00] 60.00% 964,231.00] 578,538.60f 578,538.60) £642,781.40
Balz, Robert D. & Karen A.  |[Monroe 14.100; 45,000.00{  45,000.00 27,000.00} 60.00% 634,500.00]  380,700.00| _ 380,700.00 262,081.40
Sisters Schoolhouse LLGC Monros 12.000] 45,000.00 27,000.00
Kurek, Honald & Palricia Cranbury
rejected: N g e
Winter,Gregory
Total Pending 5 117.371 1,737,818.60 | 1,737,918.60 262,081.40 .
Total Encumbered 1,737,918.60 1,737,918.60
Closed/Expended
Total o ]
Reprogram Out
i

L €r9,2010
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State Agriculture Development Committee
SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

Balz Farm
12- 0012-PG
FY 2009 County PIG Program

14 Acres
Block 83 Lot 6.089 Monroe Twp. Middlesex County
SOILS: Other 25% = 0 = .00
Prime 41.2% * .15 = 6.18
Statewide 33.8% ~ L1 = 3.38
SOIL SCORE: 9.56
TILLABLE SOILS: Cropland Harvested 51% * .15 = 7.65
Woodlands 49¢ * 0 = .00
TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 7.65
FARM USE: Vegtable & Melons 8 acres
Ornament Nursery Products 2 acres . cut flowers

In no instance shall the Committee's percent cost share for the purchase of the

development easement exceed 80% of the purchase price of the easement. This final
approval is subject to the following:

1. Available funding.
The allocation, not to exceed 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunities
on the Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.
Compliance with all applicable statutes, rules and policies.

Other: '

a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use: No Nonagricultural Uses

b. Exceptions:

lst (.61) acres for encompass existing nonag use

Exception is severable
Right to Farm language is to be included in Deed
of Future Lot
Exception is to be restricted to zero single
family residential unit (s)

c. Additional Restrictions: No Additional Restrictions

d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions

e. Dwelling Units on Premises: No Dwelling Units

f.

Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing

6. The S5ADC's grant for the acquisition of the development easement is subject
to the terms of the Agriculture Retention and Development Act, N.J.S.A.
4:10-11 et seq., P.L. 1983, c.32, and N.J.A.C. 2:76-7.14.

7. Review and approval by the SADC legal counsel for compliance with legal

requirements.

ade_flp_final review piga.rdf



Middlesex County

New Jersey Farmiand Preservation Program

Preservation Program

.%A\N.Nb\r.\m NW

Caupnty Planpinag Incentive Grant - N A.C_2:76-17 et seq
SADC SADC 2,000,000 3,000,000 Balance
App Negotiated subject to
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STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

RESOLUTION #FY2011R12(16)

SADC EASEMENT ACQUISITION
PRELIMINARY APPROVAL
of an
ALTERNATE FARM
IN THE HIGHLANDS PRESERVATION AREA

Hill & Dale Farms, Inc.
December 9, 2010

Subject Farm: - Hill & Dale Farms, Inc.
Block 51, Part of Lot 80
Tewksbury Twp., Hunterdon County
SADC ID#: 10-0194-DE
41 Net Acres

WHEREAS, on October 26, 2010 the SADC received an application to sell an agriculture
development easement from Hill & Dale Farms, Inc. for property identified as Block 51,
part of Lot 80, Tewksbury Township, Hunterdon County, which is situated in the
Highlands Preservation Area, consisting of 41 net acres and has a quality score of 60.53,
hereinafter “Property” as identified in Schedule “A”; and

WHEREAS, the Property supports a hay operation, has approximately 17% prime soils and 35%
soils of statewide importance, 32 acres of tillable land, as identified in Schedule B; and

WHEREAS, the landowner is requesting one (1) one-acre non-severable exception restricted to
the two existing cottages, or their replacement; and

WHEREAS, on March 23, 2006 the SADC adopted the FY 2006 Highlands Preservation
Appropriation Expenditure Policy — Amended, which approves the use of Highlands
funds to support additional applications in all farmland preservation programs where
demand for funding has outstripped otherwise approved SADC funding. The Property is
a candidate for this funding source; and

WHEREAS, at this time there is approximately $3.4 million of Highlands funding available; and

WHEREAS, staff evaluated this application for the sale of development easements directly
to the SADC pursuant to Policy P-14-E, Prioritization criteria, N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.16 and
N.J.A.C. 2:76-11.5, which prioritizes applications into “Priority”, “Alternate” and
“QOther” farms; and

WHEREAS, staff finds that the Property does not meet the SADC’s “Priority” category for
Hunterdon County (46 acres), but does satisfy the criteria for Hunterdon County farms in
the “Alternate” category (34 acres and 43 quality score) which requires SADC approval;
and



WHEREAS, the preservation of this Property for farmland purposes is part of a larger land
conservation project spearheaded by the New Jersey Conservation Foundation (NJCF),
which will be preserving approximately 120 adjacent acres owned by Hill & Dale Farms,
Inc.; and

WHEREAS, once preliminary approval is received from the SADC, Hill & Dale Farms, Inc. will
proceed to subdivide the Property in order for appraisal values to be determined and for
eventual easement conveyance to the SADC; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC grants preliminary approval to
the Hill & Dale Farms, Inc. property for an easement acquisition and authorizes staff to
proceed with the following:

L. Enter into a 120 day option agreement with the landowner.
Secure two independent appraisals or allow the NJCF to update appraisals that
were previously procured for the Property to estimate the fair market value of the

Property.

3. Review the two independent appraisals and recommend a certified fair market
easement value of the property to the SADC.

4. Negotiate with the landowner to acquire a development easement on the property;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action is not effective until the Governor’s
review period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f,

[ T & ==
[214 /s
Date / / Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstof¥) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey ‘ YES

SADIRECT EASEMENT PURCHASE2006 A\Hunterdon County\hill and dale\preliminary approval resolution.doc
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State Agriculture Development Committee

SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

Hill & Dale Farms

20061
Easement Purchase - SADC
41 Acres
Block 51 Lot 80 Tewksbury Twp. Hunterdon County
SOILS: Other 47.56% * 0 = .00
Prime 17.01% * .15 = 2.55
Statewide 35.43% * L1 = 3.54
SOIL SCORE: 6.09
TILLARLE SOIILS: Cropland Harvested 85% * .15 = 12.75
Woodlands 15% ~ 0 = .00

TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 12.75
FARM USE: Hay 32 acres

This final approval is subject to the following:

1. Available funding.
2. The allocation of 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunity(ties) on the

Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.

Compliance with all applicable statutes, rules and policies.

Other: ’

a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use: No Nonagricultural Uses

b. Exceptions:

lst one (1) acres for cottages
Exception is not to be severable from Premises

C. Additional Restrictions: No Additonal Restrictions

d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions

e. Dwelling Units on Premises:

No Structures On Premise

f. Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing

5.

Review and approval by the Office of the Attorney General for compliance
with legal requirements.

ade_flp final review_de.rdf



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY2011R12(17)

Final Approval and Authorization to Execute Closing Documents
Authorization to Contract for Professional Services
SADC Easement Purchase

On the Property of
David and Susan Tullo

December 9, 2010

Subject Property:  Tullo Farm
Block 57, Lots 27 and 28
Lebanon Township, Hunterdon County
SADC ID#: 10-0167-D
Approximately 131 Net Acres

WHEREAS, on November 30, 2007, the State Agriculture Development Committee
("SADC") received a development easement sale application from David and Susan
Tullo, hereinafter “Owner,” identified as Block 57, Lots 27 and 28, Lebanon
Township, Hunterdon County, hereinafter “Property,” totaling approximately 131 net
acres, identified in Schedule A:; and '

WHEREAS, the SADC is authorized under the Garden State Preservation Trust Act,
pursuant to N.J.S.A. 13:8C-1 et seq., to purchase development easements directly
from landowners; and

WHEREAS, the Property is situated within the Highiands Preservation Area and the Tullo
application qualifies for supplemental funding pursuant to SADC FY 2006 Highlands
Preservation Appropriation Expenditure Policy — Amended, which authorizes the
use of Highlands funds to support additional applications in ali farmland
preservation programs where demand for funding has outstripped otherwise
approved SADC funding; and

WHEREAS, staff evaluated this application for the sale of development easement
pursuant to SADC Policy P-14-E, Prioritization criteria, N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.16 and the
State Acquisition Selection Criteria approved by the SADC on January 29, 2006
which categorized applications into “Priority”, “Alternate” and “Other” groups; and

WHEREAS, this farm is 131 net acres in size and has a quality score of 54.23, as
contained in Schedule B, which qualified this farm as a Priority farm in accordance
with the criteria established by the SADC for farms in Hunterdon County on July 24,
2008; and

WHEREAS, the application includes a four (4) acre non-severable exception around an
existing single family dwelling and a cottage; and
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WHEREAS, Owner is requesting a two (2) acre severable exception for a future single
family dwelling; and

WHEREAS, the Tullo farm is currently devoted to pasturing and hay production, has 52
percent prime soils and 31 acres of tillable land; and

WHEREAS, on November 4, 2010, the SADC certified the development easement value of
the Property at $6,500 per acre based on January 1, 2004 zoning and
environmental conditions and $400 per acre based on current zoning and
environmental conditions as of June 30, 2009; and

WHEREAS, on December 7, 2010 the Owner accepted the SADC’s offer to purchase the
development easement on the Property at the higher value of $6,500 per acre; and

WHEREAS, to proceed with the SADC's purchase of the development easement it is
recognized that various professional services will be necessary including but not
limited to contracts, survey, title search and insurance and closing documents; and

WHEREAS, contracts and closing documents for the acquisition of the development
easement will be prepared and shall be subject to review by the Office of the
Attorney General;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the SADC grants final approval o the Tullo
farm application, for the direct acquisition of the development easement at a value
of $6,500 per acre for a total of approximately $851,500 subject to the conditions
contained in Schedule B; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC approves the use of funding pursuant to
SADC FY 2006 Highlands Preservation Appropriation Expenditure Policy —
Amended, which authorizes the use of Highlands funds to support additional
applications in all farmland preservation programs where demand for funding has
outstripped otherwise approved SADC funding; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that contracts and closing documents shall be prepared
subject to review by the Office of the Attorney General; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the SADC authorizes Secretary of Agricuiture Douglas H.
Fisher, Chairperson, SADC or Executive Director Susan E. Craft, to execute an
Agreement to Sell Development Easement and all necessary documents to contract
for the professional services necessary to acquire said development easement,
including but not limited to a survey and title search and to execute all necessary
documents required to acquire the development easement on the Tullo farm; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action is not effective until the Governor’s review
period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.
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Date Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

o

.,

;9”}/

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES

Stephen P. Dey _ YES

SADIRECT EASEMENT PURCHASE\2008A\Hunterdon County\Tullo¥final approval resolution.doc
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| | Schedb B
State Agriculture Development Committee
SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

Stillwatter Way

2006n
Easement Purchase - SADC
131 Acres
Block 57 Lot 27 Lebanon Twp. Hunterdon County
Block 57 Lot 28 Lebanon Twp. Hunterdon County
SOILS: Other 47% * 0 = 00
Prime 52% ~* 15 = 7.80
Statewide 1% ~ 1 = .10
SOIL SCORE: 7.90
TILLABLE SOILS: Cropland Harvested 24% * .15 = 3.60
Woodlands 76% * 0 = .00
TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 3.60

FARM USE: Hay

acres

This final approval is subject to the following:

1. Available funding.

2. The allocation of 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunity (ties)

on the
Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.

Compliance with all applicable statutes, rules and policies.

Other:
a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use:
b. Exceptions:

Ist two (2) acres for future house
Exception is severable
Right to Farm language is to be included in Deed of
Future Lot
Exception is to be restricted to one single family
residential unit

2nd four (4) acres for existing house and cottage
Exception 1s not to be severable from Premises

Right to Farm language is to be included in Deed of
Easement

¢]

Additional Restrictions: No Additonal Restrictions
d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions

e. Dwelling Units on Premises:
No Structures On Premise

f. Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing

5. Review and approval by the Office of the Attorney General for compliance
with legal reguirements.

t-h
th

ip

adc inal_review _de.rdf



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FY2011R12(18)

Final Approval and Authorization to
Execute Deed of Easement, Project Agreement, and Closing Documents
New Jersey Conservation Foundation — Lovero Farm
2006 Non Profit Round

December 9, 2010
Nonprofit Easement Grant Program:

Subject Property:  New Jersey Conservation Foundation/Lovero
Block 62, Lot 26.041 Hopewell Township
Mercér County
73 Acres

WHEREAS, on February 4, 2005 the State Agriculture Development Committee
(“SADC”) received a non-profit cost share grant application from the New Jersey
Conservation Foundation (NJCF) for the Sourlands Project Area, Hunterdon,
Mercer and Somerset Counties; and

WHEREAS, on April 28, 2005 the SADC granted preliminary approval to the application
and appropriated $1,000,000 for the acquisition of development easements or
fee simple interest to any of the lands identified in the Sourlands Project Area;
and

WHEREAS, on August 12, 2010 NJCF submitted the Lovero farm (see Schedule A) as
a nonprofit easement acquisition within the Sourlands Project Area; and

WHEREAS, the farm consists of 77 percent prime soils and 14 percent statewide soils
and is 62 percent tillable; and

WHEREAS, the landowner is requesting a 3.5 acre nonseverable exception around an
existing single family residence; and

WHEREAS, based on criteria for evaluating development easement applications,
N.J.A.C. 2:76-6.16, the farm’s quality score is 70.49; and

WHEREAS, the Lovero farm meets the minimum eligibility criteria set forth in N.J.A.C.
2:76-6.20; and

WHEREAS, the Property was included on NJCF’s Federal United States Department of
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service Federal Farm and Ranch
Lands Protection Program 2009 Grant application as a targeted farm and NJCF
has requested USDA, NRCS to utilize this fundmg as part of the easement
acquisition cost; and
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horizontal and/or vertical controls as would be obtained by an actual ground survey conducted by a licensed
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State Agriculture Development Committee Jehedle
SADC Final Review: Development Easement Purchase

NJCF/Lovero
1i- 0013-NP
Not applicable Easement Purchase - Nonprofit

73 Acres
Block 62 Lot 26.041 Hopewell Twp. Mercer County
SOILS: Other §.75% * 0 - 00
Prime 76.69% * 15 = 11.50
Statewide 13.56% = .1 = 1.36
SOIL SCORE: 12.86
TILLABLE SOILS: Cropland Harvested 62% * .15 = 9.30
Woodlands 38% * 0 = .00
TILLABLE SOILS SCORE: 8.30

 FARM USE: Soybeans-Cash Grain 47 acres

In no instance shall the Committee's percent cost share for the purchase of the
development easement exceed 50% of the eligible costs. This final approval is subject
to the following:
Available funding.
2. The allocation, not to exceed 0 Residual Dwelling Site Opportunities
on the Premises subject to confirmation of acreage by survey.

Compliance with all applicable statutes, rules and policies.

Other:

a. Pre-existing Nonagricultural Use: No Nonagricultural Uses

b. Exceptions:

lst (3.5) acres for existing home

Exception is not to be severable from Premises
Exception is to be restricted to one single
family residential unit

C. Additional Restrictions: No Additonal Restrictions

d. Additional Conditions: No Additional Conditions

e. Dwelling Units on Premises: No Dwelling Units

th

Agricultural Labor Housing Units on Premises: No Ag Labor Housing

6. The SADC's grant for eligible costs ancillary to the acquisition of the
development easement is subject to the terms of the Agriculture Retention
and Development Act, N.J.S.A. 4:10-11 et seqg., P.L. 1983, ¢.32, N.J.A.C.
2:76-12.6 and N/J.A.C. 2:76~16.3 and SADC Policy P-5-A.

7. Review and approval by the SADC legal counsel for com

pliance with legal
requirements.

adc flp final _review pig.rdf



STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION #FYR2011R12(19)
Request for Division of Premises
Rhyne & Andraya Simpson
December 9, 2010

WHEREAS, Rhyne & Andraya Simpson, hereinafter “Owners”, are the record owners of Block
19, Lots 11.05, 11.06 & 11.07 in Tewksbury Township, Hunterdon County, by Deed dated
August 20, 1999, and recorded in the Hunterdon County Clerk’s Office, in Deed Book
1219, Page 181, and by Deed dated July 17, 2003, and recorded in the Hunterdon County
Clerk’s Office, in Deed Book 2068, Page 14, totaling approximately 72.71 acres,
hereinafter referred to as “Premises” (as shown on Schedule “A™); and

WHEREAS, the Owners originally purchased lots 11.06 & 11.07, which contain the home and
equine infrastructure in 1999; and

WHEREAS, the Owners subsequently purchased lot 11.03, the last remaining unsold lot in this
development, in 2003; and

WHEREAS, the development easement on the Premises (all three lots) was conveyed to the
SADC on October 17, 2008, pursuant to the Agriculture Retention and Development Act,
N.J.S.A. 4:1C-11 et seq., PL 1983, as a Deed of Easement recorded in Deed Book 2219,
Page 582; and

WHEREAS, the Premises is situated at the end of a large lot, single family home, cul-de-sac
development; and

WHEREAS, on October 26, 2010, the SADC received a request for a division of the Premises
from the Owners; and

WHEREAS, the Owners propose to divide the Premises, as shown in Schedule “A”, to allow
them to sell Parcel B to an adjacent landowner, Marlena Heydenreich, hereinafter “Contract
Purchaser”; and

WHEREAS, the Owners had previously proposed to divide the Premises through a similar
configuration in December of 2009, which the SADC denied because it did not result in
agriculturally viable parcels; and

WHEREAS, this most recent division request for this property involves the proposed donation of
a development easement on eight acres of the Contract Purchaser’s 26-acre lot, located
adjacent to the Premises, if the division request is approved; and

WHEREAS, the Owners would retain ownership of Parcel “A” to continue their sport horse
equine operation; and
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WHEREAS, the Owners find it necessary to divest themselves of a portion of the Premises for
financial reasons; and

WHEREAS, the Premises is currently operated by the Owners as a sport horse raising/training
facility and hay farm; and

WHEREAS, the Owners purchase young thoroughbred horses and raise and train them as
hunter/jumpers or as polo playing horses, for personal use and for resale; and

WHEREAS, in November of 2009, there were four horses on the Premises and the Owners
indicated that they have had as many as 12 horses on the Premises at one time; and

WHEREAS, the Owners currently produce hay on approximately 28.acres of the overall
Premises which they use to feed their own horses and with any excess being sold to a local
distributor; and

WHEREAS, the Owners believe that if Parcel B is severed from the Premises they would be able
to produce enough hay on Parcel A to meet the needs of their own horses; and

WHEREAS, on November 19, 2010, Mr. Simpson and the Contract Purchaser came to the
SADC offices and met with staff to further explain their proposal for the Premises; and

WHEREAS, the Contract Purchaser has indicated that she would like to own Parcel B for
viewshed purposes because it is located directly in front of her residence and forms the
continuum of the field that is adjacent to her eight acre field; and

WHEREAS, the Contract Purchaser owns Block 19, Lot 11.04, which is 26.8 acres adjacent to
Parcel “B”, which is improved with an approximately 15,000 sqg/ft residence; and

WHEREAS, the Contract Purchaser has agreed to donate the development easement on the eight
‘ tillable acres of her property adjacent to Parcel B (as shown in Schedule “A’), and has
agreed that Parcel B and her 26-acre parcel shall never be sold apart from one another, if
the SADC approves the division of premises request; and

WHEREAS, the Contract Purchaser pays a local farmer to farm the eight tillable acres of her
property adjacent to Parcel B, which is also in hay; and

WHEREAS, if she acquires Parcel B, the Contract Purchaser’s intent is to continue a
landlord/tenant relationship with a local farmer; and

WHEREAS, the Contract Purchaser believes that by adding Parcel B to her agricultural holdings
that the new larger configuration of approximately 28 tillable acres will make farming her
overall property more efficient for a tenant farmer; and

WHEREAS, the Contract Purchaser maintains the remainder of her 26-acre property for
aesthetic/personal enjoyment purposes and does not want to restrict more than the eight
acre hay field for farmland preservation purposes; and
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WHEREAS, paragraph 15 of the Deed of Easement states that no division of the Premises shall
be permitted without approval in writing of the Grantee (SADC); and

WHEREAS, in order to grant approval, the Grantee must find that the division is for an
agricultural purpose and will result in agriculturally viable parcels such that each parcel is
capable of sustaining a variety of agricultural operations that yield a reasonable economic
return under normal conditions, solely from the parcel’s agricultural output; and

WHEREAS, the Deed of Easement identifies, one existing single family residential unit, no
agricultural labor units, no RDSOs and no exception areas associated with the original
Premises; and

WHEREAS, the resulting Parcel A would result in an approximately 44.03 acre property that is
approximately 45% (20 acres) tillable with 34% (15.02 acres) prime soils, 40% (17.63
acres) soils of statewide importance, with 3.7% (1.64 acres) freshwater wetlands; and

WHEREAS, the resulting Parcel A would include the existing single-family residence, a 9-stall
equine stable, outdoor training arena, several fenced paddock areas and hay field; and

WHEREAS, the Owner’s primary residence is on Parcel A; and

WHEREAS, the resulting Parcel B would result in an approximately 28.68 acre property that is
approximately 69% (20 acres) tillable with 58.35% (16.63 acres) prime soils, with 5%

71

(1.43 acres) freshwater wetlands; and
WHEREAS, Parcel B has no improvements; and

WHEREAS, Parcel B consists of approximately 20 acres of hay and 8 acres of managed woodlot
containing primarily mature Tulip Poplar trees; and

WHEREAS, on November 13, 2009, SADC staff visited the site and found approximately 10-
acres of Parcel A being utilized for the equine operation and approximately 8-acres of
Parcel A being utilized for hay production and approximately 20 acres of Parcel B in hay
production; and

WHEREAS, the primary outputs of this farm have historically been equine and hay; and

WHEREAS, when Parcel B is combined with the 26-acre parcel owned by the Contract
Purchaser the resulting parcel, Parcel C, is approximately 55.48 acres, that is approximately
50.4% (28 acres) tillable, with 35.5% (19.7 acres) prime soils, with 2.5% (1.43 acres)
freshwater wetlands; and

WHEREAS, the SADC makes the following findings related to its determination of whether the
division of the Premises results in agriculturally viable parcels:

1) Parcel A, consisting of 44.03 total acres, containing 20 tillable acres (10 acres of
prime soils and 10 acres of soils of statewide importance) is insufficient in size to
sustain a variety of agricultural operations that yield a reasonable economic return
under normal conditions, solely from its agricultural output;

2) Parcel B, consisting of 28.68 total acres. containing 20 tillable acres (13 acres of
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prime soils), is insufficient in size to sustain a variety of agricultural operations that
yield a reasonable economic return under normal conditions, solely from its
agricultural output;

3) Adding the adjacent 26-acres to Parcel B, to create Parcel C, results in eight
additional tillable acres of which only three acres are considered prime soils;

4) All of the agricultural buildings and infrastructure related to the management of the
overall Premises exist on Parcel A, further reducing the agricultural options on Parcel
B if they were separated;

5) Development of agricultural infrastructure on Parcel B would take additional land out
of production on a parcel which already has limited acreage available for agricultural
production; and

6) The Contract Purchaser currently leases her eight acre field to a local farmer to grow
and harvest hay and prefers to maintain the agricultural use of the new 28-acre field
for aesthetic purposes;

WHEREAS, the SADC makes the following findings related to its determination of whether the
division of the Premises is for an agricultural purpose:

1) The transfer of Parcel B is being prompted by the need of the Owners to divest
themselves of that parcel for financial reasons, which is not an agricultural purpose;
and

2) The Owners intend to sell Parcel B of the Premises to the Contract Purchaser who
proposes to continue a landlord/tenant relationship on the Premises and her adjacent
eight acres;

3) The Owners propose to keep Parcel A, this division would allow them to continue to
reside there and to maintain their sport horse raising and training operation;

4) The proposal is likely to result in a more efficient use of the adjacent eight acre field
for a tenant farmer;

5) The Contract Purchaser proposes to acquire the Parcel B for viewshed maintenance
and aesthetic purposes, which is not an agricultural purpose; and

6) The proposed division would not result in agricultural production activities on the
Premises being expanded, diversified, and/or intensified substantially as a result of
the diviston; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC finds the Owners have not
demonstrated that the division of the Premises is for an agricultural purpose that will result
in agriculturally viable parcels such that each parcel is capable of sustaining a variety of
agricultural operations that yield a reasonable economic return under normal conditions,

solely from the parcel’s agricultural output pursuant to the Deed of Easement and Policy P-
30-A; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that based on the above factual findings and conclusions, the
SADC denies the Owner’s application for the division of the Premises on the basis that the
division of Premises is not for an'agricultural purpose and does not result in agriculturally
viable parcels such that each parcel is capable of sustaining a variety of agricultural
operations that yield a reasonable economic return under normal conditions, solely from the
parcel’s agricultural output pursuant to the Deed of Easement and Policy P-30-A; and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action is not effective until the Governor’s review
period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.

f/Cf fi . | %ﬂmé- -ﬂb

P 940
Date !/ Susan E. Craft, Executive Director

State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson OPPOSE
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) OPPOSE
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) OPPOSE
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) ABSTAIN
Jane R. Brodhecker OPPOSE
Alan A. Danser ABSTAIN
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

FOUR OPPOSE VOTES; FOUR YES VOTES, TWO ABSENTION VOTES, ONE
ABSENT VOTE. NO ACTION TAKEN ON THE RESOLUTION

SADIRECT EASEMENT PURCHASE\2006A\Hunterdon County\Simpson\Stewardship - Post Closing\Division of Premises Reso 12-2010.doc
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STATE AGRICULTURE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION FYR2011R12(20)
Request to Replace a Single Family Residence
Roger Ernst
December 9, 2010

Subject Property: Block 32, Lot 3
Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County
130.65-Acres

WHEREAS, Roger Ernst, hereinafter “Owner”, is the record owner of Block 32,Lot3,in
Upper Freehold Township, Monmouth County, by Deed dated July 10, 1982, and
recorded in the Monmouth County Clerk’s Office in Book 4365, Page 658,

-totaling approximately 130.65 acres, hereinafter referred to as “Premises” (as
shown on Schedule “A”); and

WHEREAS, the development easement on the Premises was conveyed to the County of
Monmouth, by Deed dated May 4, 2007, and recorded in the Monmouth County
Clerk’s Office in Book 8649, Page 9644, pursuant to the Agriculture Retention
and Development Act, N.J.S.A. 4:1C-11 et seq., PL 1983, and the Garden State
Preservation Act, N.J.S.A. 13:8C, et seq.; and

WHEREAS, on October 29, 2010, the SADC received a request to replace the existing
single-family residence on the Premises from the Monmouth CADB on behalf of
the Owner; and

WHEREAS, the Deed of Easement identifies one single-family residence on the
Premises, no exception areas, no agricultural labor units and no RDSOs; and

WHEREAS, paragraph 14 ii of the Deed of Easement allows for the replacement of any
existing single-family residential building anywhere on the Premises with the
approval of the Grantee and the Committee; and

WHEREAS, on November 16, 2010, SADC staff visited the site; and

WHEREAS, the Premises has been maintained primarily in mixed grains and
pumpkins; and

WHEREAS, for approximately the past 20 years the Owner has leased the farm to a

local tenant farmer; and
1



WHEREAS, the Owner proposes to replace the existing residence on the Premises with
a new residence for himself and his family; and

WHEREAS, the proposed new house will be built approximately 75 feet south of the
existing residence, as shown on Schedule “A”; and

WHEREAS, the new house will utilize the existing driveway; and

WHEREAS, the Owner proposes to build a ranch style house with approximately 3,200
 square feet of heated living space (similar to the depiction in Schedule “B”) to
replace the existing residence which is approximately 3,700 square feet of living
space; and

WHEREAS, the proposed new house will be built on a slab without a basement; and
WHEREAS, the existing home is the Owner’s primary residence; and

WHEREAS, the Owner has requestéd that he and his family be permitted to reside in
the existing house until the new residence is completed; and

WHEREAS, SADC staff have verified that the existing house was not included on the
NJ Register of Historic Places;

WHEREAS, according to the Owner the existing house is in a state of disrepair with
structural problems related to water damage and mold, uneven settling of the
foundation, wood boring insect damage and is not energy efficient; and

WHEREAS, for personal reasons the Owner would prefer to live in a single-story home;
and ' '

WHEREAS, on November 3, 2010, the Monmouth CADB approved the replacement of
the existing single family residence with a new residence in the location as
shown in Schedule “A”; ‘

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SADC, pursuant to the restrictions as
contained in the Deed of Easement, finds that the replacement of an existing
single family residence on the Premises to serve as the primary residence for the
for the Owner, and his family is a permitted activity under the terms of the Deed
of Easement; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SADC approves the construction of a single
family residence, consisting of approximately 3,200 square feet of heated living
2



space, at the location shown in Schedule “A”, to replace the single family
residence currently existing on the Premises; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this approval is valid for a period of three years from
the date of this resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the existing single-family residence being replaced
shall be removed from the Premises within 60 days of receiving the certificate of
occupancy for the new residence; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this approval is non-transferable; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action is not effective until the Governor’s
review period expires pursuant to N.J.S.A. 4:1C-4f.

¢ % = 2. %:

Jad e ] e ,
Datef / Susan E. Craft, Executive Director
State Agriculture Development Committee

VOTE WAS RECORDED AS FOLLOWS

Douglas H. Fisher, Chairperson YES
Richard Boornazian (rep. DEP Commissioner Martin) YES
James Requa (rep. DCA Commissioner Grifa) YES
Ralph Siegel (rep. State Treasurer Sidamon-Erstoff) ~ YES
Brian Schilling (rep. Executive Dean Goodman) YES
Jane R. Brodhecker YES
Alan A. Danser : YES
James Waltman YES
Denis C. Germano ABSENT
Torrey Reade YES
Stephen P. Dey YES

S\ PLANINCENTGRANT\MONMOUTH\ Upper Frechold Twp\ Ernst\Stewardship-Post Closing\ Replacement of Residence
Reso.doc
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